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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue cause xists of the Court of Appeal shew 158 final and 3 
interlocutory appeals, making a total of 189 appeals, as agai 
249 a at the same time last year, and 204 a at 
Mi Sittings. The Chancery Division lists shew an un- 
usually heavy total of 820 causes and matters for hearing, 
against 675 at the same time last year, and 795 at 
Michaelmas Sittings. 





A crrcutar has been issued by the Council of the In 
Law Society stating that ‘The Bar Committee and the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society have had under consideration the 
paren ype by some barristers’ clerks of soliciting and ope 

2: gromy of clerks’ fees in excess of those 
allowed by the R. 8. C., 1883. The Bar Committee and the 
po a —— in Se opinion that the rules instituted for the 
idance profession in this respect by the proper authorities, 
and for the public good, ought to be adhered to. The Bar 
Committee have, by resolution, requested the members of the bar 
to call their clerks’ attention to the matter.” 





Mz. Jvusrice Srmume, sitting as Vacation Judge in the 
Queen’s Bench Chambers, has introduced what we may be- 
lieve may described as an innovation in the practice, by re- 
fusing to grant applications ex parte for receivers in 
cases and requiring a summons to be issued. His reason for taking 
this course is, no doubt, the intimation recently given by the 
Court of Appeal on the subject. In delivering judgment in 
Peperno v. Harmston on the 16th of December last, Lord Justice 
Livpiex remarked that ‘A receiver ought not to be oo 
ea parte, except in cases of extreme emergency, and he never 
known a case that rendered an ex parte order for the etennt 
of a receiver necessary.” And we believe that. a si expres- 
, anda Bg occurred in another case before the Court of 
| Appeal. We hope that the innovation of the Vacation Judge will be 
_ continued by his successors in chambers. The practice on the com- 
_ mon law side as to granting orders for the appointment of a receiver by 
_ way of equitable execution has become very lax, andit may bedoubted 
_ whether the discretion intended to be exercised by, and \ arene 
reserved to the judge, in granting such applicati by B. 8. C., 
1883, L., 15a, has been always exerci We believe that in 
_ some cases the costs of obtaining the receiver order and completing 

the receiver’s security recognizance thereunder have ex- 
_ ceeded the original judgment debt. In others, the plaintiff has 
cde i aan without -~ i Soje — 

largely in excess of his judgment debt, subjecting the 
_ ant to serious prejudice bar ible loss. It has also been 
practice (on the w si i 


the 


to grant orders over 


' vacation judge—is 
| way of “charge” only, and so avoid costs 
tling security, &c., for what is at the 


dry receivership. We think that the rule of court above 

| sufficiently shews that powers of equitable execution were not 
_ intended to be exercised except in cases where the judgment debt 
_ is sufficiently large to justify this expensive procedure, and the 
| property sought to be c in execution is not only of a fitting | 
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may be worth while to consider what is | 
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held in Diggle v. Higgs not to apply to cases where the com- | days after service, files an affidavit di some primd facie 
only su and it seems to be limited to physical | ground of defence, and that the registrar should then have power 


The contributors, therefore, to word competitions rely 
only on the honour of the persons who offer the prizes. 





Tugre ws a very valuable article by Judge Cuatmens in the 
current number of the Law Quarterly Review, on the county court 
system. It represents the conclusions of a keen observer, familiar 
with constructive legislation, and especially with rules as to prac- 
tice and procedure, derived from the experience of over two years’ 
tenure of the office of judge of one of the most important county 
court circuits in the country. As might be expected, the article is 
singularly impartial, terse, and practical. It deals, in the course 
of about a dozen pages, with the whole subject of the defects and 
anomelies of the existing system, and whether we do or do not 
—— the suggestions made for their remedy, we are bound to 

that they are usually well considered and supported by cogent 
Teasons. ing first with the subject of the arrangement of cir- 
ouite, Mr. Cuatmens points out, what everyone must admit, that 
reform is urgently needed in this respect. The circuits require re- 
vision with reference to Bradshaw and the shifting of populations 
towns. The amount of travelling required from many 
involves a serious loss of judicial time, which means loss 
public money and suitors’ money also. Passing next to the 
of jurisdiction, he draws attention to the inconvenience 
ing from the rule that the defendant must reside, or some part 
cause of action must arise, within the district of the court 
the plaint is filed, and suggests that there should be some 
of transfer within the same circuit, to be exercised upon 
He also points out the anomalies which exist as to the pecuni- 
imit and subject-matter of jurisdiction, and advocates the adop- 
of Lord Baamwaxt’s suggestion that the plaintiff might bring 
any action for any amount in the county court, but that the defend- 
ight, as of right, remove it into the High Court, if the sum 

or interest involved exceeded a specified amount, different 
amounts being specified in different classes of business if thought 
. Becessary. In combatting the apprehension that such a change 
would remove the business of the High Court wholesale to the 
county courts, he is, we think, unfair to solicitors as a body. He 
oaye * It is the solicitor, and not the lay client, who chooses the 
bunal in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred. As long as solici- 
tors’ costs are higher in the High Court than in the county court, 
an action will not be brought in the county court without some 
cogent reason for doing so.” We do not believe that this motive 
to anything like the extent which Mr. Cuatmers supposes. 

e do not pretend that solicitors differ from every other class of 

men in disliking to work for inadequate fees, but we 
think we are entitled, from some considerable knowledge of the 
ways of country solicitors, to say that, as a body, they take a 
broad and enlightened view of their own interest. Their 
success in the long run depends on their securing for their 
clients a speedy and inexpensive settlement of their con- 
troversies, and if this could be insured by proceeding in 
the county court in heavy matters, such proceedings would be 
taken. But there is a consideration, which Mr. Cnatwers 
altogether overlooks, which we think would be sufficient to 
sti these matters from being voluntarily brought before 
ity courts. What is the use of getting a speedy and inex- 
ve decision in the first instance if an appeal is inevitable ? 
without intending any imputation on county court judges, 
we imagine that the defeated party, in cases involving large 
amounts, would usually appeal. 


ESTHET 


i 





Wrem areanm to county court procedure, Mr. Coatmers advocates 
the personal service of the initial summons on the defendant in all 
eases where leave for substituted service has not been given ; that 
& jary should only be demanded as of right where the sum claimed 
execeds £20, but that the court should have. power to order any 
case to be tried with a jury; that where the claim exceeds £20 
there should be pleadings as in the High Court, or, at any rate, a 
statement of defence ; and, lastly, that the imperfect procedure corre- 
> es eng 14 should be remedied by a provision that the plaintiff 

be entitled to judgment unless the defendant, within twelve 





to deal with the matter as if it were an application under order 
14, an ap to the judge being given. With to the 
officers of the courts, he suggests that the judges ought not to be 
compelled to pay deputies out of their own pockets; that they 
might usefully be enabled to exercise the powers of stipendiary 
magistrates within their districts; and that they might well be 
asked to attend the assizes and take such cases as the High Court 
judge thought proper to relegate to them. With regard to the 
registrars, he adduces forcible reasops for suggesting that their 
salaries (at all events, in small courts) ought not to be dependent 
on the number of plaints. He says that one registrar told him that 
“by making the tallymen who sued in his court prove their cases 
strictly, he had diminished his income by nearly a fourth.” 
This is a matter which demands the attention of the authorities. 
Mr. Cuatmers also suggests that the registrars should have 
power to dispose of all undefended cases, and defended cases 
where the amount claimed does not exceed £2, unless one of the 
parties requires the matter to be adjourned before the judge. On 
all these matters, and many others, we must refer our readers to 
the article for the reasons given in support of the writer’s views, 
but we cannot forbear giving one or two quaint incidental 
remarks illustrating the experience of a county court judge. 
Thus we learn that ‘‘his misery reaches a climax when two 
women choose to go to law about some article of female attire. 
Each party insists on cross-examining the judge instead of her 
opponent, and diversifies the proceedings by making furious attacks 
on the moral character of the other lady”; that “a party in 
person has very little chance with a jury against a Fopeaee | 
skilful advocate, unless, indeed, that party happens to be a good- 
looking woman” ; and that juries “do substantial justice between 
the parties. They have a marvellous faculty for scenting out a 
fraud. Why a jury should be better than a jndee in this respect 
I cannot say, but I am sure of the fact. do not accept the 
cynical legal explanation that, however novel a fraud may appear 
to the lawyers, there is certain to be one man on the jury who has 
attempted or committed a similar fraud himself.” Mr. Cuatwens 
concludes with a well-deserved — to Mr. Nicuot, the 
superintendent of county courts, in which we can heartily conour. 
We could supply many instances within our own knowledge, 
shewing that the administrative working of the system is watched 
over with a vigilance and tact which are often sadly wanting in 
other Lranches of our legal system. 





Durie THe arcumert of a recent case in the Court of Appeal 
counsel proposed to cite a decision of the Railway Commis- 
sioners, 
approved of by the Court of Session in Scotland. The Court, 
however, said that, with the greatest respect for the Railway 
Commissioners, they must refuse to allow their decisions to be 
cited, though, of course, counsel might cite any decision of the 
Court of Session. Is not this somewhat pedantic ? 
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EASEMENTS. ATTACHED TO THE REVERSION. 


Easements are incorporeal rights, and are, from their very nature, 
necessarily imposed upon corporeal property. The exercise of the 
right is an interference in some way with the complete and abso- 
Inte ownership of a corporeal hereditament, But is it equally 
clear that the dominant tenement, or the property in respect of 
which the right is enjoyed, must be of a corporeal nature? In the 
vast majority of cases it undoubtedly is land or houses the owners 
of which possess these privileges which are called easements ; 
but, a8 a matter of law, is it absolutely necessary that this should 
be the case? Is it possible, in other words, to attach an easement 
to an i hereditament? This has never, we believe, 
been expressly decided, but in the recent case te which we are 
about to refer a very curious doctrine was laid down, which seems 
to practically involve a decision in the affirmative. 

ever v. Tennant (34 W.R. 737, 32 Ch. D, 375; on 


Lord ( 
a , 34. W. R. 777, 33 Ch. D, 420) @ right of way granted by 
pe art kg any a mar poet § hed Se 


Jan; 8; 18875 


reported in Neville and Macnamara’s reports, and — 
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considered, at all events in the court of first instance, as ap- 
purtenant, not to adjoining lands of the lessors, but to the rever- 
sion expectent on the determination of the lease. This may 
appear, stated thus curtly, to be somewhat absurd ; but, unless the 
absurdity be swallowed, the decision, we are inclined to think, 
can with difficulty be supported. The following is an outline of 
the facts of the case. 

The Neath Abbey Estate was in the year 1820 held in undivided 
thirds, one of which belonged to the then Lord Dynevor in fee, 
another to a Mr. Compton in fee, while the remaining third was 


subject to a settlement under which the tenants for life had leasing | lease. 


powers. The co-owners in that granted a lease for 1,000 
years to ong | Tennant of a strip of land, part of the estate, for 
the purpose of making a canal which was afterwards made. The 
lease contained a proviso that. nothing therein contained should 
prevent or hinder the said lessors py - them), their heirs or 
assigns, from using all or any of the land or ground thereby 
demised, or intended so te be, or any stream or streams of water 
flowing over or through the same, or from granting any wayleaves 
or roads over or across the same for the carriage of coal, goods, 
wares, or merchandises, or for any other purpose or — 
whatsoever, in like manner as they could or might have used the 
eame in case the lease had not been granted, but so, nevertheless, 
as not to prejudice or injure the said canal, or the navigation 
thereof, or any road or towing path, work or works, which should 
or might be made or constructed for the use or convenience of the 
same. In the year 1838 the co-owners of the three undivided shares 
of the Neath Abbey Estate made partition, which was effected in the 
usual way by a conveyance to a grantee to uses to hold to the use 
of the three co-owners in severalty, the parcels being set out in 
three schedules. Their was this peculiarity in the arrangement 
of the parcels, that a portion of the canal was allotted to Mr. 
Compton at the apportioned rent, while the land along the entire 
length of both its banks was allotted to the other co-owners. The 
whole of the land on one side, and part of that on the other side of 
the canal were included in Lord Dynevor’s schedule, who thus be- 
came entitled to an estate in fee simple in a certain portion’ of the 
estate intersected by the canal, the canal being vested in Tennant 
for a term of 1,000 years, and subject thereto in Compton in fee 
simple. In March, 1839, Compton conveyed to the lessees of the 
canal the reversion in fee in that part of the canal which had been 
allotted to him by the partition deed, and thereupon the term of 
years in that part of the canal became merged by operation of law. 
Lord Dynevor, the tenant for life of the lands comprised in the 
first and third schedules to the partition deed, wishing to re-unite 
the severed portions of his estate by a bridge, took preliminary 
steps for that purpose. This proceeding was opposed by the owners 
of the canal; and then the present action was instituted claiming 
a declaration of right and an injunction. 

It was assumed, both by Mr. Justice Pearson and by the Court 
of Appeal, that the proviso above set forth operated as a re-grant 
by the lessee of a right or easement of crossing the canal by 
means of a bridge, yet it was held in both courts, though on 
somewhat different grounds, that the easement had come to an end, 
and that Lord Dynevor was not entitled to the relief which he 
claimed. The reasoning of Mr. Justice Pearson may be summarized 
as follows:—The easement depends entirely for its existence on 
the grant which creates it. If granted for a certain duration, when 
that time has elapsed the grant is gone. When the grant is contained 
in a lease it cannot endure longer than the lease “‘ unless there be 
some equity in a third person to keep it alive,” and, therefore, when 
the lease was merged by the conveyance of the fee to the lessee 
the easement became extinct. Then, exami the terms of the 
partition deed, he finds it impossible to spell o ef eens 

at 
the 


the part of the reversionary owner of the canal “ e would 
do no act which should interfere with the existence of 80 
as to preserve alive all the rights which the lessee had granted to 
the original reversioners.” This treatment of the question 
evidently assumes that the reversion on the lease was the dominant 


tenement, and that, subject te an equi! ceting 7 cOnnte the | i 


lessor and lessee could agree to extinguish the easement as well as 
the term. For if a lessee were to grant a of way to the 
owner of adjoining land for the residue of term, it seems 


that the easement so 


could never, during 


the 
time originally limited for ite duration, be extinguished by any act | i 
of the lessee. Whether the term was merged or the 





easement would continue as & 
nant tenement affecting the 
The learned judge does not in thet 
version was to be regarded as the dominant tenement ; but, 
the easement must have been attached to the adjoining lands of the 
then co-owners, and then the partition deed, as it conveyed those 
lands, with their appurtenances, to Lord Dynevor in severalty, 
would have placed i of 
entitled to an easement over the canal for the residue of the 
1,000 years, not merely during the actual continuance of the 
to 


The view taken by the Court of Appeal, though leading 
wan eondnlin, diftered whelly from that 0 caress Mr. 
Justice Pesraun. “In my said _— Cotton, 


affected any right or easement vested in vor, if 
im i is land. is 


canal, or as landlords and owners of the reversion 
is obvious that this reservation or re-grant was intended to be 
the benefit of the owners of the adjoining land; but it is a 
different thing to say that it was granted to them as 
and not as landlords.’’ And later on he says 
of giving effect to the proviso is to hold that it is 

lessors, not as owners of the adjoining lands, but as owners 
reversion.”” We must = a . this rage 2 
highest degree perplexing, ustice, 

the re-grant was for the benefit of the adjoining eas eens 
them the dominant tenement, and yet, 
tion of the twofold character of the persons to whom the re-grant 
was made, he seems to consider that the transaction created 

@ personal right, i 
the term. If the decision is to be sup 
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not, however, find it possible to 

Justice into this meaning, for he not only uses the 
ment,’”’ which is a term of art, as a description of 
matter of the grant, but he the 
judgment, to the ibility of the lessors, after they had 
with the adjoining om granting li to 

time being of those lands ‘‘ to make use ban hoe. vp y 
the demise.” This is, —. the most incom of the 
learned judge’s utterances, 

it could not be assigned (Ackroyd v. Smith, 10 ©, 
it were appurtenant to the adjoining lands, 

by the owners of such lands without licence from anyone. 

We have referred at length to Lord Dynevor v. Tennant because 
it is the only case in which the possibility of attaching an easement 
scsartch te: seh ceiaig ath ae nen eaeaaiine 
suggested. In our 0 an 
violation of the fundamental conceptions of real property law, and 
also (a consideration of at least equal weight) of plies 

present 


F 
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This is manifest if we consider that an easement is 

right while a reversion is a future estate. But we must not’ 
conclude that all kinds of incorporeal hereditaments, techni- 
cally so called, are equally debarred from the 
having easements appurtenant to them, as the following pas- 
sage from Mr. Gale’s valuable work will suffice to shew :— 
‘‘There appears to be,” he says, ‘no for saying that 
an easement cer net hi aaa an 
hereditament, as, for instance, if the owner of 4 

certain minerals under A. obtained a 
an adjacent close B, of a way over close B., 
water over it for him his heirs 
right of mining; it is believed that 
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UNQUALIFIED PERSONS. 


THE encroachments of unqualified persons on the business of the 
qualified practitioner is found by solicitors in some districts to have 
become very serious, more particularly during the present general 
depression. In many places the greater part of the county court work 
is now done by debt collectors. The unfortunate creditors who place 
themselves in the hands of such persons instead of going to the 
trained and properly-qualified solicitor, over whom the court and the 
Law Society have some control, find out their mistake when it is too 
late. They begin to see their folly when they cannot get the 
amounts recovered out of the hands of their “agents,” their only 
ing by means of an action, to bring which they have to 
pice yo a solicitor. The consequence is that the amount of the debt, 
often more, is swallowed up in costs. Had they gone in the 
Suk tales to a solicitor, they would, in most cases, have received 
their money immediately on its recovery; and in the very ex- 
cases in which they would not, a complaint to the 
Law iety would very likely end in the solicitor paying up 
rather than have his conduct brought to the notice of the court. In 
the latter event the client would, of course, lose his money; but he 
would at least have the satisfaction of having the person who de- 
frauded him punished, while, in the case of the ‘‘agent,” the 
unfortunate creditor often obtains neither his money nor any satis- 
faction for the loss of it. 


The principal offender is the debt collector, who arms himself with 


an instrument vulgarly known as a ‘‘ penny frightener ”’—a document 
usually printed on blue paper, bearing the royal arms, and headed 
with the words ‘‘ In the County Court ” in large letters. The effect 
of this document is that, unless A. pays to B. an amount which is 
alleged to be due to C., B. (the debt collector) will take proceedings 
for its recovery. There is nothing on the face of the document to 
show that B. is not a solicitor, and, as the ‘‘ penny frighteners” are 
usually addressed to poor and ignorant people who do not know what 
@ county court summons is like, they imagine that they are issued 
from the county court, and they become so terrified that they not 
only pay the amount of the debt, but the costs also. Documents of 
‘as deomiptica, although they do not look like county court sum- 
monses or solicitors’ letters, render the unqualified person sending them 
liable to a penalty of £10 for each offence under the 12th section of 
the Solicitors Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 68). There are other letters 
written by these agents on plain paper to the same effect, but with 
no indication on the face of them what the profession or business of 
the writer is, and these also bring the writer within the penal 
section above referred to. 

After the debt collectors come the ‘‘ agents” who prepare deeds 
and other documents for reward. The 60th section of the Stamp 
Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 97), renders an unqualified person liable 
to a ty of £50 if ‘‘for, orin expectation of, . . . gainor 

he draws or prepares any instrument relating to real or per- 
sonal estate or any proceedings in law or equity.”” The term ‘“‘in- 
strument ”’ in the section does not include wills or other testamentary 
instruments, agreements under hand only, letters or powers of 

, or transfers of stock containing no trust or limitation. The 
practice of unqualified persons preparing agreements and wills is 
very extensive, and nothing can be done to stop it. It is, however, 
not the less pernicious because it is legal, as may be seen from the 
number of actions which arise upon the construction of such docu- 
ments. The practice of prepering deeds could, to a certain extent, be 
stopped if the Commissioners of Inland Revenue would only exercise 
a little more activity, but we have for a long time looked in vain for 
cases of prosecutions by them under the section referred to. 

In connection with these matters we wish to refer to the practice 
by solicitors of allowing a commission tc unqualified persons on 
work introduced by them. In the few remarks we propose to make 
it may be convenient to deal with the matter under the following 


1. Solicitors entering into agreements with unqualified persons to 


ts. 

2. Solicitors lending their names to unqualified persons on pay- 
ment of a salary, the unqualified person taking the profits. 

3. ission by solicitors to their clerks on specific matters of 
business introduced by them. 

4. Solicitors granting a share of their profits, should there be any 
over -* certain amount, to their clerks, 

5. Unqualified persons acting in the names of solicitors without 
their knowledge or authority. : 

6. Englieh solicitors granting agency to Scotch, Irish, and Colonial 


7. Solicitors to building societies and public companies receiving a 
and paying over to the societies the costs recovered. 

fs. most serious ep of this kind is where a solicitor enters 

an agreement with an unqualified person for the purpose of 

carrying on business together and sharing the profits, which is clearly 

an infringement of the 32nd section of the Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 





7 Vict. c. 73). This section provides that if any solicitor shall act as 
agent in any action in any court for any person not duly qualified to 
act as a solicitor, or permit or suffer his name to be in any way 
made use of in any such action or matter upon the account or for 
the profit of any unqualified person, or send any process to such un- 
qualified person or do any act thereby to enable such unqualified 

rson to apoear, act, or practise in any respect as a solicitor, in such 
case the solicitor shall be struck off the roll and for ever after 
disabled from practising, and the court may commit the unqualified 
person to prison for any term not exceeding one year. 

In these cases it is very difficult to obtain evidence of the oe.“ 
agreement unless the parties quarrel as to the division of the profits 
or some person who has a knowledge of the agreement gives in- 
formation to the Law Society, in which case that body would, we 
believe, as a matter of course, bring the conduct of the parties to 
the notice of the court. The Law Society has already proceeded in 
several cases of this kind, with the result of having the solicitor 
struck off the roll (to which, under the section, he can never be 
restored) and the unqualified person committed to prison for contempt 
of court. These agreements are, we understand, not infrequently 
entered into, and we think it may be fairly said that any person who 
knows of such a case ought to make it his duty to communicate it 
to the Law Society. The mischief done by such “firms” is very 
great, both to the reputation and standing of the profession and the 
pockets of the unfortunate clients. 

2. Not less reprehensible, and quite as difficult to prove, is the very 
frequent case of an unqualified person getting hold of an impecunious 
solicitor and paying him a small sum per week for the use of his 
name. All the work is done in the name of the solicitor, and the 
unqualified person takes all the profits, and if, as is often the case, 
the arrangement leaks out, the latter poses as the clerk of the 
former, and, as long as they hold together, it is almost impossible to 
bring them to justice. It is quite clear to us that this case also 
comes within the 32nd section of the Act of 1843 already re- 
ferred to. 

3. Next comes the question of a clerk introducing to his employer 
a specific matter of business on which he receives a commission of 
one-half or one-third, as the case may be. This seems to us to be 
also an infringement of the 32nd section. It might, however, be 
argued that this is not an infringement of the law, as the clerk exer- 
cises no control over the litigation ; but there seems to be ground for 
saying that in a case of this kind the solicitor allows his name to be 
used for the profit of an unqualified person. 

4, Widely different is the practice of some firms of solicitors of 
dividing their profits, if there be any beyond a certain amount, pro- 
portionately between the partners and the clerks, This gives the 
clerks an inducement to perform their duties diligently and to attend 
assiduously to the interests of their employers without giving them 
any direct interest in the business, and it does not appear to us that 
there is anything illegal in the practice. 

5. The cases of unqualified persons carrying on acticns in the names 
of solicitors without their knowledge or authority are not infre- 
quent, The remedy in this case is contained in the 26th 
section of the Act of 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 127), which provides that 
any unqualified person who acts in the manner described shall be 
guilty of a yiageoe of court and may be punished accordingly, and, 
in addition he renders himself liable to a penalty of £50 for each 
offence. Proceedings under this section are taken by the Law 
Society, with the sanction of the Attorney-General ; and that body 
has been successful in the prosecution of some of the offenders under 
this section. 

6. The question of English solicitors conducting business for 
Scotch, Irish, and Colonial solicitors on agency terms is not so 
important ; but it has recently occupied the attention of a good many 
solicitors, as nearly all Scotch, Irish, and Colonial solicitors now 
expect agency. Some of the more eminent firms refuse to allow 
it, as there is no doubt that it is irregular, and in consequence of this 
refusal the business has been taken away from them and given to 
other firms who allow agency. For all practicul purposes such 
solicitors are unqualified persons as far as practising in England is 
concerned, except, perhaps, in the case of Colonial appeals, in which 
case the Colonial solicitor is entitled to follow his appeal. In the 
ered I ge it is presumed that agency could, without impropriety, be 

owed, 

7. The case of building societies and public companies employin 
a solicitor at a fixed salary, all the costs received oe him for wor 
done for the society or oaee ee into the funds of such 
society or company is somewhat ogous. We assume, however, 
that these cases are governed by Galloway and the Corporation of 
London (15 W.R. 1032, 4 Eq. 90),in which it was held that an agreement 
between the Corporation of London and a solicitor should id a 
fixed salary to be clear of all expenses of his office and to include all 
emoluments, he paying to the corporation any surplus which may 
arise of receipts over payments is not o wharf to the provisions of 
the Solicitors Acts nor to the policy of law where it is also part 
of the agreement that the solicitor is not to transact professional 
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business for any other client. If such appointments are governed 
this case, it seems that there is nothing Af egal in the Pama f 
We know that the solicitors to railway companies are nearly all now 
appointed on the footing of a fixed , they not being allowed to 
do any other business and any costs received by them going to the 
funds of the company. In the case of building societies the only 
question which presents itself, and which raises a doubt in our minds, 
is that the costs recovered may be very much larger than the salary 
paid, and the building society might thus make a profit out of the 
appointment. 








SOME RECENT PRACTICE DECISIONS. 


In Martin v. Spicer (34 W. R. 589, 32 Ch. D. 592) we have 
a case of some importance on the practice under R. S. C., 
1883, ord. 31, r. 1, with regard to applications for leave to deliver 
interrogatories. The effect of the decision is to render the 
practice in the Chancery Division with regard to applications 
for leave to deliver interrogatories uniform with the practice in 
the Queen’s Bench Division. Hall v. Liardet (W. N., 1883, p. 194) — 
a case in the Queen’s Bench Division—decided that, on applications 
for leave to deliver interrogatories, the judge would not consider the 
relevancy of particular interrogatories, and, on the authority of this 
case, the practice in the Queen’s Bench Division has been regarded as 
settled. In the Chancery Division, however, the practice appears to 
have been doubtful. The decision of Vice-Chancellor Bacon in Martin 
v. — following the decision in Swabey v. Dovey (34 W. R. 510, 
32 Ch. D, 352) seems to set the matter at rest. In Martin v. Spicer 
the learned jodee expressed his opinion that the rule to be followed 
was that laid down by Mr. Justice Field in Hall v. Liardet; that it 
is no part of the duty of the judge or the chief clerk to decide 
upon the relevancy or irrelevancy of specific interrogatories, and 
allow or disallow them accordingly; and that all ‘that is neces- 
sary is for the applicant to state, not necessarily in writing, the 
general nature and scope of his proposed interrogatories. 

The decision of Vice-Chancellor Bacon in Lhonheux, Linon, & Co. v. 
The Hong Kong and Shanghai Banking Corporation (34 W. R. 753) 
seems more open to criticism. In this case the plaintiffs were a 
Belgian firm, and the defendants were a foreign corporation having 
an agency in London. The action was in respect of a contract made 
abroad and alleged to have been broken abroad. The writ having 
been served upon the manager of the defendants’ agency in London, 
the defendants moved to have the service set aside, The service, 
however, was held to be good under ord. 9, r. 8. This rule provides 
that in the absence of statutory provisions ‘‘ every writ of summons 
issued against a corporation aggregate may be served on the mayor 
or other head officer, or on the town clerk, clerk, treasurer, or secre- 
tary of such corporation.” Although there is plenty of authority 
for placing a liberal construction on this rule, it certainly seems to be 
a strained interpretation to hold that it applies to the English agent 
of a foreign firm. It is not easy, moreover, to reconcile this decision 
with the case of Nutter « Co. v. Messageries Maritimes de France (54 
L, J. Q. B. 527), where service on the London agent of a foreign firm 
was set aside, 

In The Dartmouth Harbour Oommissioners v. The Mayor of 
Dartmouth (34 W. R. 774) the judge in chambers had ordered 
that the plaintiffs, who were a corporation incorporated 
by a private Act of Parliament, should give security for 
costs on the ground that a receiver of their property had been = 
pointed by the court. The order, however, was set aside by the 
Divisional Court. This decision is in accordance with the old-estab- 
lished rule aud with the recent authorities on the subject. It has 
recently been held that security for costs will not be required to be 
given by a plaintiff who sues in bankruptcy, even where he is in in- 
solvent circumstances (Cowell vy. Taylor, 31 Ch. D. 34); and that the 
fact that a plaintiff is insolvent and that there is a receiver of his 
assets is not necessarily a ground for requiring him to give security 
for costs (Rhodes v. Dawson, 34 W. R. 240, 16 Q. B. D. 548). 








On the 30th ult., at the Worship-street Police Court, in the course of 
a@ summons under the Married Women (Maintenance in Oase of Desertion) 
Act, 1886, Mr. Bushby decided that the Act was retrospective, the 
words applying to ‘‘any married woman who shall have been deserted.’’ 

A tablet is to be placed on the old Gate-house at Lincoln’s-inn. A 
pours was presented by some cf the members of Lincoln’s-inn to the 

enchers, asking them to preserve from the destruction threatened by the 
rebuilding operations then going on the old Gate-Louse of Lincoln’s-inn 
fronting Chaucery-laneand theadjoiningchamberssouthward. Thatrequest 
having been complied with, the Society of Acts have now obtained leave 
to place on the house a tablet directing the we to the residence in the 
time of the Commonwealth of Mr. Secretary Thurloe. 











REVIEWS. 
MERCANTILE AGREEMENTS. 


Tue INTERPRETATION OF MERCANTILE AGREEMENTS. By JonN 
DENNISTOUN Woop, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


Questions of interpretation occupy a considerable — in practice. 
One would have thought, @ priori, that the same blunder would not 
recur, but, so far from this g the case, we find that it recurs 
over and over again. There are two objects in collecting oases on 
interpretation— we may shew that a word or phrase which may 
bear more than one meaning, always bears a particular meaning in a 
document of a certain nature, unless such meaning is rebutted by the 
context; secondly, we may shew that a word or 
may mean B. and C., occurring in an instrument of a certain nature, 
must mean B. if the phrase D. occurs in the same instrument. Rules of 
either nature are of use to the practitioner as shortening his work, as 
in the A = gage of such rules he would always have to revert to first 

TINCIpies. 
. This book contains rules of page icgpee~ of either class, and rules 
of law expressed in a manner w. will be useful 
either as lawyers or merchants, are concerned with mercantile docu- 
ments. The fault of the book is an oecasional 
amounting to inaccuracy, of statement. The title a gee , toa 
alight degree misleading, as the author discusses of law as 
well as rules of interpretation gags, Le called ; this is, however, 
on ~ difficulties inherent 3 the su ject, er ad has often he 
stated, there is a strong ten in rules of interpretation 
become rules of law ; oak to whieh Veoh wae al the rules of in- 
terpretation discussed in this book would be unintelligible without 
the antecedent discussion of certain rules of law. 

The author ‘‘ has endeavoured from a decision, or series of decisions, 
to deduce a general ruleoflaw. . . . Ifthe rule . . . cam be readily 
understood without any ill i 


he has appended one or more examples of rule.” We confess 
that on reading these words we were filled with a horrible mis- 
giving ; it appeared as if the author had confounded rules of law 
with rules of interpretation, A somewhat careful perusal of the book 
has convinced us that this is not the case, 

The general rules of law as to the application of intrinsic and ex- 
trinsic evidence to ascertain the meanings of the words em are 
stated at pp. 2 and 5. Phe semtier han Goan meritorious work in his 
enunciation of these rules; the more so as he has avoided a pitfall 
into which many lawyers of eminence, even judges, have fallen, when 
they say that ‘‘ extrinsic evidence cannot be a to determine the 
meanings unless there is a latent ambiguity.” People who use this 
lan ge have not grasped acd eg truth that almost every 
in the anguage may bear more one reg and that, if we 
wish to ascertain in which of these meanings used his 
words, we must endeavour to put ourselves into his place—in other 
words, we must adduce evidence of his circumstances. The manner 
in which Mr. Wood discusses these rules shews that he understands 
the principles of his subject. 

A good example of the merits and the demerits of the book will be 
found in the description of the different meanings of ‘‘ represen: 
tion”? as used in questions arising on marine policies and 
policies, on questions arising on mercantile 


i 


Bee 


on questions arising on agreements for the sale of family settle- 
ments, and some other non-mercantile agreements (pp. 36, 94, 199). 
The Glomucnion 06 Shaee neUinGh IS Vets Antenne the author 
embodies part of his conclusions in a rule hesays :—‘ Whether words 
are to be interpreted as amounting to a a condition, or 
a warranty, does not depend on any arrangement of the words, 


but upon the intention of the parties to be collected from the whole 
agreement, and a consideration of thecircumstances under which it 
was made,” The sale 90 Sas sera ae eae the 
application (1) of intrinsic evi ; (2) of extrinsic evidence to the 
interpretation of the document in While the former rule 
is correctly stated, the latter rule is so stated that a person not con- 
vernant with the subies® Stiis ta Sauer We post mae be ane, 
consider the circumstances for the yerons wt is 
more or less likely that the parties @ representation, con- 
dition, or warranty, but for the purpose of seeing what was the 
meaning in which the words must have been used—in other words, 
what is the intention that is expressed ? It is fair to author 
understands the distinction here pointed out ; our is only 
to the manner in wisen Ne Desqnaanues oy anne 
A pert of oe work which be of great 

titioner is aepenaions, x 
expressions used in, or in connection with, age oe 
mercantile agreements, the meaning of has been d by 
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judicial decisions or in words of authority,” and a collection of mer- 
cantile usages. Notwithstanding the criticisms that we have made, 
we are of opinion that those of our readers who have to construe mer- 
cantile agreements will do well to peruse this book. 


ae 


PRIVATE BILL LEGISLATION. 


A History or Private Bru Lecisnation, Vor. Il. By 
PREDERICK CLIFFORD, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworths. 


We have now before us the second and concluding volume of this 
work, and a portly volume it is, of nearly 1,000 pages. The subject 
with which the book deals is one of the utmost interest and import- 

, and it is not too high ne to say that the book is worth 
its subject. The future historian of the ‘“ Victorian Era” wi 
find here to his hand a vast collection of facts and figures, and 
a form in which these are presented is attractive as well as instruc- 

ve. 

The present volume falls naturally into two divisions, of which the 
first deals with certain of the greater subjects of Private Bill Legisla- 
tion which were not discussed in the first volume, and the second 


3 


contains an historical exposition of practice in connection with such | pa 


tion. After a chapter relating to Highways, Roads, Bridges, 
Ferries, we come to three chapters containing the history of the 
* legislation with respect to the London Water Supply, including an 

account of the abortive attempts of 1880 and 1884 to put this matter 
on a new basis. Then several chapters are devoted to the subject of 

Authorities, one of them being specially appropriated to the 

of the City of London. Materials are supplied here for 

out the history of the much-debated coal duties; the benefits 

ve accrued to the public frum their existence are explained, 

and it is pointed out that, in the event of the thirteenpenny tax not 

ee in 1889, the corporation’s prescriptive right to metage 

will then again arise. Chapters are also given to the subjects of 
Insurance and of the Thames Docks. 

The second division of this volume is occupied, as already stated, 
with the consideration of the practice, the historical development 
of which is fully worked out, and the present system is discussed. 
Various proposals, recent and comparatively old, for the delegation 
of the work of the Private Bill Committees to judicial, local, or other 

ies are investigated, and the conclusion at which the author 
arrives may be best stated in bis own language :—‘‘ Committees do a 
most useful and necessary work without payment. This work is 
of the legislative functions of the High Court to which they 
g, performed, it may almost be said, in the presence of Parlia- 
ment, and subject to immediate check and revision from either 
branch of the Legislature. Ccmmittees are no more infallible than 
Parliament itself is. But suitors trust them, recognize their com- 
, and are satisfied with a right of appeal and a second hear- 
. The interests of suitors, however, are small in comparison with 
a presi interests affected by this jurisdiction. For the Imperial 
t to discontinue its ancient Parliamentary tribunals, now 
reformed and cheapened, and delegate legislative functions, wholly 
or partially, to any inferior authority, ta surely be a lamentable 
sbandonment both of power and of duty.” 


ROMAN PRIVATE LAW. 


InstrrUTEs AND History or RoMAN Private Law. By Dr. Cari 
SALKOWSKI. Translated in full and edited by E. E. WHITFIELD, 
ox" Oriel College, Oxford, member of the Incorporated Law 

iety. Stevens & Haynes. 
~The translator's preface to this book contains the followin 
somewhat enigmatical sentence :—‘‘In studying Roman law I had 
found that best progress could be made through use of German treatises. 

That now hed in English represents what may be the fifth 

edition of a which is recommended by the Oxford Board of Le 

Stadies.” If this means that the book now before us is recommended 

the Oxford Board of Legal Studies, we should rather dissent from 
recommendation. It consists, in the form now befcre us (and 

‘we must premise that we have not compared the translation with the 

German , 80 that we are unable to say what is due to author 

and what Ad translator), of a series of excerpts from the Institutes, 


Digests, es, arranged in groups and in rsed with intro- 
‘ductory and ex tory paragraphs. Now it is true that neither 
the Digest nor the Institutes are arranged in a very scientific manner, 


and in reading them one skips about from one head of law to 
another in a rather distressing manner; nevertheless the consecutive 
ne cannot be safely dissociated always, even where the 

relation is not very apparent, without producing confusion ; 
and Dr. Salkowski, or his translator, has aed te scissors so un- 
sparingly that it is rare to find very many lines of the original text 





in consecutive order. An example will give a better idea of the 
nature of the book than amount of tion. We take, at 
haphazard, the definition of Jnjuria at p. 668 :— 

“‘ Injuria, in the narrower sense, is intentional and illegal 
violation of honour—i.e, the whole ty of another,” 
and this definition is illustrated by the following passages :— 

‘* Generaliter injuria dicitur omne quod non jure fit ; specialiter alias 


contumelia, quee a contemnendo dicta est, . . . aliasculpa, .. . 
sicut lege Aquilia damnum injuria acoipitur, alias iniquitas vel 
injustitia.” 


‘“* Injuria ex affectu facientis consistit. Itaque pati quis injuriam, 
etiamsi non sentiat, potest ; facere nemo, nisi qui ecit se injuriam facere, 
etiamsi nesciat, cui faciat.” 

Now, we think that it would be far more instruetive, more interest- 
ing, and more intelligible for the average student, who wanted to 
understand the meaning of injuria in Roman law, to sit down and 
read Digest 47, 10, which would not take him very long, then a series 
of clippi like the sacegeing.- The example above, however, is 
more intelligible and ble than a good many which we have 
come across, but which are too long for quotation. One of the most 
curious results of the clipping process which we have found is on 
665, where the following passage occurs under the description 
of the action for Damnum Injuria Datum, given by the Lex Aquilia :— 
“In heredem vel ceteros haec actio non dabitur, cum sit penalise, 
nisi forte ex damno locupletior heres factus sit.” After reading which, 
if the student is not duly impressed with the logical beauty of Roman 
law we do not know what will impress him, 





TRADE AND FINANCE ANNUAL. 


BaRKER’s TRADE AND FrvaNcE ANNuAL, 1886-7. Effingham 
Wilson. 


A considerable amount of information is here collected, in a 
moderate com ard in a readable shape, on a large variety of 
topics. The first section of the book, which is devoted to the Money 
Market, deals with such matters as the Bank of England, the price of 


gold, financial panics, and soon. The Silver Question has a section to 
itself, in which bimetallism and the p ing power of the rupee find 
a place. Foreign Exchanges and the Stock are also discussed, 


and a mass of statistics is presented bearing upon English, American, 
and Indian railways, and the commercial staples of wool, iron, coal, 
tin, copper, lead, petroleum, and tea, as well as on population. But 
the most important and, from a legal point of view, the most 
interesting topic comprised in the work is the English Land Question, 
followed by some details on the agricultural industries. Upon the 
10 Land Question the be supplied pos pony —— for 
orming a judgment ap to be supplied, and are, on the whole, 
fairly stated. The Satasie of the theories as to ‘‘ unearned 
increment” is made clear by the authority of the late Professor 
Fawoeett, and the objections to Mr. Jesse Collings’ Allotments 
and Small Holdings Bill are forcibly stated. With respect 
to the movement for the so-called enfranchisement of lease- 
holds the judgment of the compilers ap to be in suspense; 
they do not appear to see the full force of the objections to trans- 
ferring one man’s property to another by enabling the present lease- 
holder to insist on compulsorily purchasing the freehold reversion at 
a price arbitrarily by some external pons nor to be fully 
alive to the very different positions which would created if any 
law in this direction were confined to future leases, in which case 
pe le would be able to act with their eyes open, and there would not 
@ same reason for complaint. 


ARCHITECTURAL DISPUTES, 


THe ConsuLTING ARCHITECT: Practica, NoTEs oN ADMINIS- 
TRATIVE DIFFIOULTIES AND DispuTes. By Resert KzEnr, 
Architect. John Murray. 


‘* The purpose of this book,”’ says the author’s short preface, “is 
to exhibit, on practical and almost popular ground, the principles 
upon which the architect, as an expert, o to deal with the various 

of difficulties and disputes connected with building affairs,” 
and it can hardly fail to be of use to those for whom it is in- 
tended, dealing, as it does, with all the important matters in which the 
assistance of the consulting architect is likely to be invoked, and 
giving throughout sound, practical information and advice. The 
author modestly reminds his readers that he is not a lawyer, but the 
nature of his subject inevitably leads him to discuss many points in 
which legal considerations are involved, and we may say that his 
practical experience has enabled him to give on such points counsel 
of which no lawyer need be ashamed. me and, as experience 


~ 
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shews, not altogether unnecessary, gestions as to caution in mak- 
ing affidavits and giving viva voce evidence are made, and while the 
oe here given on the various points discussed will not enable the 

architect to dispense with the exercise of his own 
of of thonght and work, yet, if in the multifarious cases whic 


Hi 


arise, he exercises those powers in the spirit here pagguaied for his 
adoption, the value of his assistance ought te Wes and his 
opinions ought to be capable of standing the teate of the court or the 


arbitration room. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE LAW’S DELAY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—We venture to call attention through your columns to thé 
following facts, which seem to us to point to something radically 
wrong in the arrangements for the administration of justice :— 

In a trust for which we are the solicitors there is a question on 
the construction of a will, and the decision of the court was desired 
upon the point. Some of the beneficiaries, therefore, took out an 
originating summons, returnable in the early part of May last, in 
chambers. One affidavit verifying the facts was read, and the matter 
was adjourned into court. The case was at once inserted in the list, 
classes it. and III., and is still awaiting hearing. 

It is right to mention that the judge to whose court the case was 
originally attached died, and another judge took it over, with others, 
but, even allowing a delay of three weeks for the transfer, we think 
this instance of delay—simply, it would appear, by reason of want 
of judge power—is @ disgrace to our civilization. There are other 
cases in the same predicament, and it seems to us that to 
over it (and avoid similar blocks in future) there should be more 
judges. 

, Tt would be infinitely better for one judge, or even two, to be idle 
for a short fime each sittings than to impose upon suitors such 
unconscionable delay. 

Our case, when it does come on, will not, we suppose, occupy more 
than half-an-hour, yet it has been standing in the list ready for 
hearing since May last. SoLIciroRs TO THE TRUSTEES. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
HULL INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of this society was held on the 22nd of December in 
the hall of the society, Lincoln’s- ar eta ae ir 
dent, Mr. J. J. orney, occupied th ere was & 
attendance of members. ‘The president moved, and _ yo Prisdmah, 
(vice-president) séconded, the ‘doption of the 
printed and distributed amongst th e thembers. 
there were now 92 members of the society, and that was the largest 
number the society ever contained. It dealt with the action of the council 
with respect to the several Bills which had been introduced into Parlia- 
ment affecting the interest of the of pee “1 and the public, and reviewed 
the effect of some important an oted Sosietons of the courte of 
appeal in reference to mortgages, bills of sale, and the appointment of a 
receiver. ee ret Was éxpreased at the ditticulties ar ww ge the authorities 
in the way of improving the practice and the proveduré, snd 80 extending 
the usefulness, of the Borough Court of Record, and concluded with a 
reference to the proceedings at the annual provincial of the Incor- 

Law Sotiety of the United ~—— at York in Sant, 6 | 
the occasion of the centenary of the Yorkshire Law Society, which 
gd Mr. Priestman, Mr. J. T. Woodhouse, Sir Albert Rollit, and 
Mr. C. Shackles attended from the Hall Law Society. A vote of 
thanks ie been passed to the retiring officers and council was 
acknow by Mr. Thorney; on the motion of Mr. J, 
Travis- seconded by Mr. Birks, a vote of thanks was 
recorded to the retiring secretary, My. T. Woodhouse, for his 
valuable services to the sotleny in that capacity for eight years; and im 
acknowledging the vote Mr. Woodhouse exp: 
that the society was now in such a prosperous omy rg ce he 
first took office the number of members had, by th h gen of 
successive presidents, and by the Sarees savantages, the 
offered, doubled ; it had become incorporated, had a habitation 


remises of ita own, and a very valuable and much improved library ; it 
exercised considerable influence on the proce of the chief society 
in London, and done very valuable work for the locally. 
officers and ag eee ape: or the ensuin ear as follows :—Presi- 


dent, Mr. T. Priestman; vice-president, Mr. J. T. Woodhouse; hon. 
secretary, Mr. H. ©. Lambert; hon. , Mr. J. Allen Jackson ; 
who, = the following, form the council :—Mr. ff K. key 
(ex-p t), Mr. E. Laverack, Mr. H. Birks, Mr. A. M. ao, i. 
i Travis. Cook, Mr. T. Farrell, doa Bir kibert Rollie, MEP. C) 





nthe ee See a Winter. ony 
meeting en discuss several motions, 
Sent hte: culttin te auaabediab-poeieedtaedl Gaeniat 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


win ae a Bhi te Wah ie Za 
Sa ee 


Bchool, and * Mam oy 
classical tripos in 1863. He was Husted tn the frst came of 






Highgate 
he was formerly fellow 8 
Bell p in eb aa he 


Michaelmas Term, 1866, and practices in the Division. Mr. 
Dyne was tutor in the Pr, Fe vee por Fyn he the Inns of 
Court from 1873 till 1876, 

Mr. Ouantes Faevsaicx Gr, has been Junior 
ae ae to the Post Office at Central — > i 
succession to Mr. Ernest , M.P., Who g senior 
Mr. Gill is the eldest son of Mr. of and was born 
in 1851. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter 
Term, 1874, and he is a member of the South-Eastern t. 


Mr. Wiitram Cuartes Crrrrs, a of Tunbridge —- has been 
appointed Clerk to the Tunbridge W' ells ‘Loval Board. Mr, Cripps Was 
mitted a solicitor in 1877. 


Me. Wriu1am Arnotd Starmam, barrister, has been Prose- 
cuting Counsel to the Mint for the East Riding o: of Y. in success- 
sion to Mr, Francis J tesigned. Mr. Statham is the eldest 
son of the Rév, William , and was born in 1859, We was 
educated at University and he graduated B.A. at the 
entra Sn London By 1 was called A bar at the Inner 
‘em ani orth-Eastern Circuit 
wea te the Yiaet Hiding end an paca 

Ms. Jans Oseet Tibi, bers  nomllgas hg to act as Assistant 
Jud of He aes Cour is the second son of 

Mr. John Til oa B.A: ofthe Que Unive 
ty in Ireland, pot yoy the Middle 
June, 1881. 

Civil Service, has 


Mr. Bapen Henny Pi of the 
been appointed Judge of ie hl on of a 

Mr. Cuanies Grant Locan, “Lopes thy eieat won of 
trar of Rosegsunes Court at 


Abraham wa ced the University of 
Fy at the Middle Temple in January, 


en 

Mr. Faxvznrcx Nastav Mozaswonrn, solicitor, of Rochdale and Litéle- 
worth, has been Coroner for Rochdale District of Lancashite in 
succession to his the late Mr. John Molesworth. Mr. F. N. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 


Mz. H. 0. ee bktko die ot: & T. W, Beeenaa © Tacha 


ee ee ee oe ee ull Incorporated Law 


Oe You te apeaenr (ot (ot ee the firm of rod, By 
0} Cheapside), 
a Commissioner to By or Oaiee ta in the Su ae 


ms Tuomas Ronson, 


paoek te ie of the 

the East of Yorkshire ee ae 
Stankst Weighton and bag 
the appointment for Pinar ing 1B 


—_— 


PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED, 


Cuantes Antiony Branson, ag’ Nzwron Coomss, and Gucneetennee 
Branson, solicitors (Branson, & Coombe), Sheffield, Dec. 31. 


Groree Hopsow Walllagbossagh "Dos Jauzs Henny, solicitors 


(Burnham & Henry), Wi Deo. 31. 
Rosgrt Gtrassrorp Lawson and Joszru 
8, Mount-street, 


et ie 







I iw Pea B x al Bedtod. ai". W: Fea Pearse will 
Sout Often, Sains Pant’ Ja OS? Saney on 


2, Saint Paul’s-square, 


Pincr Eowann Sivesy, il Mi ay, Wy @ Sy, On, 











mre metas eam once ee 


ee 


rte SIROTA EI SOR Naat nat 























Thursday .., 
Friday, ...... S. .teims, adj smns, and gen ps 
Bat,.0... coco § ae Sht Ey pets, adj sums, 


Monday .... 7 


Wednesday 9 ( General paper 


10 
Friday fee 4 -Mots., adj. sums, & gen pa 
Saturday ..12 cae ov” pets., adj sums, 
Mon..».........14 
Weduasiay 16 General paper 
Thursday ... 
Friday oa -Motns adj sums, & gen. pa 
Saturday ..19 {She sige pets., a4] sums, 


Monday ....21 


Friday ....25,,,Mts, adj sms & gen pa. 


Sht. caus., pets., adj sums 
Batrdy ....36 j St. caus » Pe j ’ 


Thursday .. 

ie _ 1..Mots, adj smns, & gen pa. 
ve pom, eaj suas, & 

Maer Pl § { General paper. 


Wednesday 6...Mots. adj. sumns. & gen, pa 
Any cause intended to be heard as a short 

must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the same 
ean be put in the paper to be so heard, and 
the necessary papers must be left in court 
with the j '8 Officer the day before the 
cause is to be put into the paper. 


Chancery Court, ITI. 

Mr. Justices OHITTY. 
Mon., Feb. a. .ae cons & non wit list 
Wednesday 's Causes with wits 
Friday ...... ao] ferent cu a A gatnod 
basanday ... cedure), & non wit list 
pepe ns cons and non wit list 
Wed = : Causes with witnesses. 
Friday ....., 4...Motns. & non wit list 


sht causes, 
» © (Precedute) & hon vit let 








Friday 025.0 — Ay non wit list 
s, sht. caus, sumns 
Saturday — (Procedure) & on wit list 


Monday ...... ..Far cons & non wit list 
Tuesday ...... He 

Wednesday 4 Nin wit list 
Thursda: 


Friday, , Boe ee Paty sh es, oj. maa saat 
6. 

Baturday 2 OP Pret soadure) & non wit list 
Monday.... 4... cans & non wit list 
Petter o-s, boyy fen wite lise (i 

non Ww 185 
Wednesday 6 | Potten) ( 
Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, and ry 
be left in court with the judge’s o officer 
the day before the cause isto be put in 
the paper. 


Chancery Court, IT. 
Ma. Jvetice NORTH, 


Saturday .. 5...Sht caus, son eed smns, 
Mon. eeeee 7 


Taosd aay. eee 3 General paper. 
saeeatey: 

— - Mtns and adj sms 
Sat., . “it. -Sat caus, pts, & adj sms 
Mond... dieeoveese 4 
Wednesday Ie ¢ General paper. 
Thur, 0-17 


Friday ....18.,Mtns, & adj sumns 


Saturday ..19..Sht caus, pts, & adj ems 
—- ~— 

DOS, ..cc0000s 

Wed. -----. SB couea re 

Th +24 

Friday «-.-25..Mtns and adj sms 





ily ‘saws a a. 


specially appointed by the court. 


In re H Stevenson, dec Stevenson v 








Stevenson 
seem? Seay dated 11 Maron, 1886 ‘apdil 3% (8 
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Margate, and te. The said business in Canterbury will in future | Fridey, Apr 1...Motas, & adj. sumns. Saturday ... 3 { Set, caus..ptns. adj. sumns 
. be carried on by Robert Sankey, Herbert Tritton Sankey, and Rest Setnrday = Ae ae. Com tT gene 
‘William Flint, and the said businesses at Margate on and Ramegate will in | Tuesday... 5} eral paper. ort, Gf Feneral paper. 
future be carried on by Percy Edward Sankey. $1. Wednesday é. Mtns and a4j sms Ww -. 6...Mtne, adj sumas & gen pa 
ee 4.] | Any cause intended to be heard as a short | Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause-book | c@use must be so marked in the cause 
at least one clear day before the samecan | book at least one clear day before the 
be put in the paperto be so heard, and | same can be put in the paper to be so 
the necessary necessary papers must be left in court heard, and the necessary must be 
sinteiepem gar bonbe | Ee Reet ce or dsteyanan ds 
cause 
COURT PAPERS. - paper. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, Lord Chaneellor’s Court. Iv 
Rora oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE OW Ma, Justios STIRLING. ua. ess KEKEWIOH 
Date. domes Qovne APPEAL Couns Mr. matics Mr. Justice Mon., Feb. 21 ue. si r 
0. 2. ° . TUS. .c-00s Gener: 
Mon. Jan. » Mr. Ward Mr. Hing, Mr. . Mr. Lemberton Ww nt - |. a 
- King 0e a, eee 
Wednesday 12 Clowes King, Jackson Pembe }~ — “Biting oe, 8 om. - b— 4 oo General paper 
jursday .. emberton pets, Friday -... 
Fri, Jan.... 14 oe Jackson Pemberton ronal cae pe adj sums. | Seturday .. 
Jackson Ward Koe Clowes Yate noened Monday ....28 
General paper Tues., Mar. 1 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice ioe Wed, -o0-- 3\ Ganeral paper, 
Norra, STIRLING. KEKEWICH. Thareiy. «os 3..Mots, a4j sums, & gen. pa. | Thursday ... 3 ? 
10 Mr, Beal Mr, Leach Mr. Carrington | Friday, ...... 4..itting in chambers = So 4 
Pugh Godfrey Lavie Satard = 5 f Sat caus., pets, adj sams, + 5 
Beal Leach Carrington Yeore 9) & gen, pa. Mond ....+0 
Pugh Godfrey Lavie Mon ...... H ed some 9 
Pugh Godfrey Lavie= Wed... 9 ume Th sr Cuaataaahaieans 
Thareday ..10...Mtos. adj sums. & gen, pa. | Friday «---11 
Friday ....11...Sitting in chambers = sonecooetd 
Sa {ee sums | BEG ..<oe: “s 
TRINITY SITTINGS, a3 Mon ee eee Wednesday 16 Geneeal paper 
SIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. Mentay Lisi +» Fur cons and non wit list Wes,” “= General paper. Friday, a8 
eeree Sat . cvcceed® 
CHANCERY DIVISION, Wednesday H Causes with wits Friday petit eo oo a Sam. pa Monday. sell 
Chancery Court, I. ow « Sht . pets, adj Tues. ......... 22 
Paley scuih.Sietlonpend een wie let Saturdy,....19 { tonne Ce) Saal 23 
Ma, Justice KAY, iets, sh cau & gen pa Thareday "94 7 Gemeral paper 
Seturday ...12 | Prceotune} ae ead eat 1-35 
Mond.,Feb. 21 Monday ......14...Fur cons & non wit list fMaahise 6 pene Hee 4 
Tusdy. +32 { go oegs pes aga OO scevevvveeedd ay We 
Wednesday 28 _— Wedneaiay'16 Non wit list Thssota y ie Bleting inchameee | Toseag.....90 
Friday ....25..Mots. adj sumus, & gon pa Frdey "lt ae and non wits list Sat seseeees |S gon pes pots., adj. sums, | Wednesday 20, General paper 
Barurdy....26 { San Sht causes, pers., adj sums, Satarday ...19{ Pets, cht sht. caus, adj sum * <ihdane Friday, 1 
gen pa 9) (P secdinre), & non wis lst T 4 Genera! Sat., -scoos 3 
Fon ag Monday Recs Al t cons & non wits list CS om es paper oT 
eady, General paper. y .- oe" 81 .. Mots. adj. sums. & TUECS,.......4+ s| General paper. 
Wed.,...... gen. 
raed masey >| fanpaleanana Friday, Apr 1..8itsingin chambers | W 6 





COURT OF APPEAL. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1887. 


Sete A Notrcz.—Queen's Bench Final Appeals in Court [., and Chancery 
List) in Court 1I., will be taken on the usual days 


during 


Court L., and C Interlocutory 


‘s Bench Interlocatory Appeals hancery 
Appeals in Court ay wil be faken onthe ft dn of the Sittines, and after- 
w rt) usual, every ednesday, during ittings. Bankruptcy Appeals 
also, as usual, on Fridays in Coart I 

from the Lancaster 


3 been d 
Palatine Court anal, wai, be ve passe 


. on Thursday, January 
Lig ps and 


, and b 3rd. 
soauip (ith Lacieed' Gl be tues 1a Orett Le on tig WA 


APPEALS FOR Hzarina. 
(Set down to Satarday, January lst, inclusive.) 
FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
AND THE COUNTY siege AND STANNARIES COURTS. 


Mies foe, Wie Sas hs pen ores of defts 
from judgmeat of Mr Ju Batt for Mr Justice North, dated May 20, 1886 
(os v Dec 20—present Lords Co:ton, Bowen, & Fry). 

ae 

on 
Lord Camoys v Mayor, & of Barslem adg of 
(part hoard Eb 2,18, s hcorraatt pe ten het £2  Fowm 
t) to report—report filed—s o till appla made ). 
a dr gain: report “rgar Manchester, Sulla, & Linoolcshire B 
So annie gee Ge Sem iateuee x V © Bacon, dated 10th Mar 1 
(meard Dec 16, if action not ised, appl to be in paper on lst day of 


ES smth 8 


In re A’ Coal & Cannel Co ld & Co's Acts (J Watson’s cas: op t fo 
Wem ant fr Jute ay, aed Ben Den il 


it from judgment of Mr 
10 til after Probate sation 


Bedwell» Trower app of dft from jdgt of Mr Jastice North dated March 16 
Kdison & Swan United Light Co ld v Woodhouse & Rawson app of dfts from 





and doug eee Tesi) 
sare Sra ted Toa Aa bt 


“¥ePeactefofekrctet ont wolwpo es 2 
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jseMay, 1605 My 38. (sitting as an additional Judge of the Chan Div) dated 


rf Tower, deo” Kemble v Trower Goer taltine ceukem as app of dfte | Easte 


= — . of Mr Justice Kay to vary Chief 13 May, 
In re Crawfurd’s Settlement Trusts and In re K L Crawfurd’s Will and 10 & 11 


Vict o 96 of Thos Thring and ors from order of Mr Justice Chitty, 
The Latywell M y Coc H hata lo lf Co from judgt of Mr Justice 
Cov ns ° 
Stirling, dated 7 July, 1886 —"'* 
tae Tanda erat of pit SS of Mr Justice 
a security ordered Nov 
pre J Whiter, died” 0 > Whitabee app of pits ord of VC 


al estate made between Hewat Henry Harvey and Arthar 
Garrar?, deted 7 Jan, 1886, tae tee app of Heory Harvey from 
ord of Seyi gonag 1886 July 

» dec FA. 5 Maal app of the Garston and 

0 from ord of Mr Justice Kay, dated 8 July, 1886 


In re'W Bagden, dec Hirst v Sagden app of the Halifax Commercial 

Co from retasal of. Mr Justice Chitty to vary Chief Clerk's certificate, dated 
y 

In re Robert Ratt, deo Watts vy Watts app of defts from part of order of Mr 

Justice Kay on originating sumas, dated 3 » 1886 Jaly 27 

{na re T Price, the elder, deo Price v G < See Sect Gomme 

from judgt of Mr Justice Kay on originating sama, dated 7 July, 


In re Thomas be gn ope ~ 6 am Williamson app of deft Rebecos 
an eee © Bason on far con, dated 12 April, 1886 


28 
In re T H Whorwood, deo Ogle v Lord Sherborne of deft Lord Sherborne 
from judgt of Mr Justice North, dated 28 June, 1886 July 29 
of Selah Reeve Vac Daszer, tr & Co, for registra- 
Mark No. tie of © Boom dn Dalen, fo, ety 1888 app 
of Board of Trade from order of V ape de. & Jaly 29 
registration of Trade Mark No 


order 

Inne Tho New City Constitutional Club Cold app of oo 
order of Mr Justice Kay dated 7 & 22 Jaly, 1886 Aug 4 
Divorce Io or@se Sachs, petar, v Sachs, respt petar from decree 
of Mr Justice tt dremissing feta for declaration of neliiey 

5 1886 Augé (SO with liberty to restore) 


Vv: app of pit from judgt of Mr. Textice Chitty, dated 17 March 
vies “aug 6 (ecourity ordered Nor 8 3) 
N. Corsellis,dec Lawton v Elwes app of defts from order of Mr. Justice 


ST aed te toon 1886 Aug 6 
In re Harrison, dec Denbeay v Mewiens app of defts C J Harrison & ors 
from of V C Bacon, dated 15 Jaly 1886 Aug 7 
Raweon Minshull p of plt from Mr Justice f ui tron jedgt of Bd Aug 9 
In re Vincent, dec Vincent v Vincent app of pit from jadgt of Mr Justice 
Siirl dated 14 July, 1886 Aug 10 
et ictoria Graving Dock Co Id and London & St Katharine Docks Co 

of defts from St ee ee ee 
rep dated 18 Sly, 1850. Avg i f pit from jadgt of V C Bacon, dated 

app of pit from o 
24 June, 1886 Aug 13 
(Zo be continued.) 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH AND PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND 
ADMIRALTY See DIVISIONS. 


For Judgmen 
Watkins v Evans app of deft from Justices Field and Wills, upholding order 
restraining deft from proceeding under bill of sale (c a v Aug 10—present 
Master of Rolis and Lords Tustin Bowen and Fry) 
© 2, Cee mete © A. Baw 8, trustee of trustee from Mr Justice 
Cave refusing to restrain exercise of right of oy pk om 4 Semen 
Seale (nv Ang il~present Mester of Rollo ond Lasts Juntos Bowen and 


Ship Bernina Suatagns Dar fete of tine Arms Sosy en app of 
pits from joat Mr Justice Bert, dated March 1886 (cav Nov 9—~ 


sce aster of the Kolls and Lords Justices Lindley and Lopes) 


For Hearing 
Baroness Wenlock & sar v River Dee on of Baron 
Huddleston at vend pt hd 9 May, 1883, by et Rolle « Lords Justices 
Cotton and Bowen—S 0 till appln to restore on report of special referee 
1886. 


Anstruther v Slade app of pit Seas Jt oe Oe: SE SRR Ae ERTS 
er yn wc SY id Ma: 

Hind v Russell & spp of pit trom Justices Field aed A L Smith diemiesing 
(a his abeonce) app for new iial—eation Se ee re 
sex Mey 22 (eet down ee 6 Co ae 

oung & Co v Holder Bros & Co oy st 3 from judgt of Mr Justice 
tt trial in Middlesex with a j 
Cromdy & or» Worcster City & Ooun'y Bankg Uy M app of plt from jadgt of 


ustice Manisty at trial in 
of plte from judgt of Mr Justice Cave at 


Crawshaw & ors v Hornstedt & anr 
hb Granite Co, ld & ors (Q B Revenue Side) app of 
hearing 


trial at Leeds without a jury June 
A Gen v The W: Wels 
—_ Some SS Sep Leek Chet Sqation an! Me Penn eee 


Petre v Seal app sit from judgt of Mr Justice Manisty af trial in Migdlocex 
without ajary June 17 
Slater & anr v Wilson & Son e 6 een Pe oe ae 


trial without a jury at Salford J 
Burton v Barraclough (sabonoured hog 


of Mr 
so - 4 deft from judgt of 





Earl of Belfast y Horne £1 vibes ob. 

of plt from judgt of Baron Pollock at 
Co 1d app of defts from judgt of Mer 
of Mr Justice Ficlé at trial 


Christian v 
ia M July 14 
Mp a ape st ee amp Burtlens WE gpk 
Marte Lina of Jwige of (0°8 ee a 
vy 
pg eee adgt of J ’ Hawkins and Day on Growa lie) spp of ach 
Parsons v Dewsbury of dat FG Cla from juigt 
of Huddleston at at Lewes Jaly 17 
Diet ts Denon Het —< caoeely « — Appbeeceteagegin gee 
tried by Baron Huddleston 
Mann & Kirkwood & Singer's Machine Co ld of deft Kirk- 
wood from Jadgt of Me Juni at trial without a jury at Carlisle 
Hatt Stew cpa of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Hawkine at trial in Middlesex 
sda v Beene hi car app of dt from juigt ofthe Master of the Toll at teal 
without a jury in Middlesex July 21 


(To be continued.) 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Pisa oe 1887. 


- Pumieanne and Short Causes 
Causes with and itheer’ 


Sittings. 
Mr. Jestion Kahostdy Git (lke, Wena Comes every Sey, the order as they 


sont Se ae? 

| Satardaye; Simona wil be taken af ‘ we Me. 2 he ly 
Frida: —s » 
P Sammonses, which (if any) are taken every Savarday Mr, Justice 
Suring, on Tharadaye and 


Sammonses as follows :—Class 
= Cian 22, one (nthe Non- Witaees Lit; 
Satardays. Class see notice 
issued by his ‘a Chief Clerks, dated May 1, 1884. 

J * Webster v Greaves act (short) 

Causes for Trial (with witnesses and | Schniederv Bond act wits 
witnesses). In Cieedeome v Sheppard 

m fj and sams 

In re Meyrick Hartmann Gillett v | Licoyd vy Brown act 


Lowndes act (Easter T Vv 
Wine ¢ lat Oops rage 1 
Hoteon v Furness act wits en 
Hobson v Darfield Main Coal Co act , - ee act wits 
wits oe Young v Ricketts act 
, Ball aot wite pt hd General Auction Rotate, én, Oo 1d 
M v Vv 
Inre Fox Fearnv act Wright act 
In re Tunnicliffe W: v Wardle | In re Snelling Beeching vy Saclling 
act wits act wits 
Bird v Andrew act wits Horsfall vy Wood act wits 
Cresswell vy Davidson act wits Mason v Westoby aot 
vGhent act wits Lee v Reed Reed v Lee act wits 
Buckle v Boswell act wits Lelasseur v W; act wits 
Coates & Cov Bros, & Co act | Ia re Stuart House Chmbrs 
wits v Stuart act 
Whitaker v Barnard McQuade v Davison m fj 





Co act wits Fletch-t v Chatfield wits 

In re Pinder, Pindar v Pinder act v Tough mfj 

Skinner v L act Guano Cold v Sewage Marine 
Clabon v Hi Mage tot Cold act wits ak oan 
Russeli v Davies v 

Lowther v Curwen act wits baleeore ates ast wits 
Gower vy Gower act wits Robinson v act wits 
Whorley v Heslop mf j In re Wilson v Dawson act 
Kirby v Freeman act wits wits 

Gosling v Gosling act Venn v Hendriks act wits 
Tompeett v Heat act wits Russell y Lamb actandm{fj wits 
Besson v Fountaine act wits Blair v Deakin ed 

Rawat Bes v Cay ot oe act | Eden v Deakin wits 








wy 

























































THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Jan. 8, 1887, 











In re Earl of A: "a Estate Acts 
Machell v Earl P 

Denman v Leach act, wits 

Benson v Wilson act 


Jelly ¥ m fj wits 

Rowoliffe v =.) Wire Iron &c Co 
act wits 

Anglo-American Brush &c Co v 
Crom t 


ipton ac 

vAllen act wits 

v Newitt aot wits 
Evans v Benyon act wite 
Te —s of Manchester act 
— j Bigwood v Bond act & 


Badare vSmith act wits 


Hum v act wits 
Fortes 2 Oven, act wits 
Seeenien © Seyetayy act wits 
Denney v m hort 
Herrison v Spitzlsy oe on ) 
British Equitable, &0, Co vy Musgrove 


Williams v Kayler adj enmns wits 

In re Hardbottle Hardbottle v Hard- 
bottle act wits 

Petty v Daniel act wits 

In re Paddison Morris v. Paddison 


act wits 
— Horwood Horwooi v Paddison 
a 
pS ape A _ wits 
Eisman v Scholes m fj 
In re St John St Janes Brdcan act 
and sumns wits 
a ad act 


Inve St re Shuttleworth Briggs v Shuttle- 
worth mfj (short) 
Joy v Renner act wits 
McBryde v Dover act wits 
Davy v Barnett m fj 
Owen v Roberts aot 
Newsome v Hill act wits 
Farther Considerations. 
Ia re Docwra Doowra v Faith fur 
con and sumns 


favre Oliver J far con 

Oliver Jarman v Salkeld fur 

thee —— Churchman v Chureh- 

In re Weeks Sewman v Baker fur 
con & sumns 


Phillips vy Andrews fur con 
ene far con & sumne to 


cy ‘ro Swit Seift vy Swift fur con 
iker v Poole Poolev Walker fur 
con 


Summonses. 
In re ’s Will Barnard v White 
In re Bradbrook’s Estate Look v 


Wi 
In re s Estate Thomas v Duke 
In re Speer & Trade Marks Act 
In re Brackenbury Chittenden vy Wood 


In re Browne Ande vB 


Goodall 
Pemberton v 





In te Beste Best v Guadadia 

In re Duffield Masters v Tabrum 

In re Curtis & Be'ts, Solicitors (taxa) 
In re Jovansson Blackmore v Jovans 


son 
Howell v Price 

Republic of Peru v Dreyfus Bros & Co 
Austin v Davids 

In re Skinner Cairney v Skianer 

In re Messing Eimes v Dain 

Ia re Silkstone, &o, Co, & Co’s Acts 
In re Hasselis’s Estate (No1) Hassells 
I i earth Crotch v Bishop 

no re 8m v Bi 
In re Merricks Dixon v Johnson 
In re Foster Foster v Dixon 
In re Coward Coward v Larkman 
In re a=] Walton v Bishop 


helle's Doel Davids 


In re Courtier Coles v Courtier 

In re Bourne Rymer v Harpley 

In reStoes Mangles v Mangies 

Inte Harvey Hervey v ts 

In re Clarke Coome v Carter 

— Co. id. vy Sewage Manure 
0 


Before Mr. Justice Carry. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses) 
Albery v Broadbent mfj pt hd with 
wits by order 

Le Blond v Cartis act set down by ord 

Randall vy New Cros: Public Hall Co, 
lmd, New Cross Pabl'c Hall Co, lmd, 
Vv Rendall, Morton v Randall claim 
and counter-claim 

Baroness Wenlock v 4 act (trans- 
ferred from Q B Div) 

Béddington v Atlee act 

Saunders v Potter Potter v Saunders 
act and counter claim 

Marray vy Tason act 

Hart v Bettesworth act 

Askew v Browne act 

Brough v Dando act 

Swann v Murr act 

Bralaford v Patton act 

Higgins v Hill act 

Hemming, orwse Hall v Fielden isene 
for trial 

Potter v Dudeney In re Jas Potter, 
dec Inre E Stapley, dec Inte Jno 
Potter Potter v Dadeney cons acte 

Collison v Hingston 

Stuckey’s Banking Ony. v Ponsford act 

Scott v Milbank 1885 S 3,028 act 
Scott v Milbank 1885 83,093 aot 

re Witherden, dec Bedford v 

Witherden act 

Moseley v Victoria Rabber Co act 

Grammant v Robbins act & mf j 

Barnham v Irvine act 

Belfrage v Lindsay act 

Kelly v Kélly act 

Wood v Harris act 

Ebrlich v Thies Kant ast 

Whitaker v Jeakes act 

— v Gooddy, Cripps & Sons, li 


Jemmamneuiain act (S O Mar 1) 

Attorney-Gen v Anderson Anderson 
v Hawkins claim and counter claim 

A G Kurts & Co v Peter Spence & 
Sons mfj (treated as action for 
trial, by order) 

Johnstone v Newfoundland Guano Co 

act 


Bean v Dawson act 

Gardner v Titley act 

Hope-Johnstone v Jervis act 

Stevens v Pares act 

Gould v Gould act 

Green v Edwards act 

In re Tinkle-, dec Lloyd v Allen act 

Redford v Shoppe ac act 

Anderson v Patent Oxonite Co & ors 
act & m f j agains: deft R R Vizier 

Tarner vy Tymin act 

Gt Western Forest of Dean Colliery Co 
ld vy Trafalgar Colliery Cold act 

Gillibrand v Hope act 

in re Hughes, dec Vibart v Vibart 
adj smns with wits by order 

In re J Walker's Estate Walker v 
Archer adj smns with wits by order 

In re Oriental Bank adjd sumns of 
Wm Simpson, a creditor with wits 


order 
Si eee 
re ys or act 





& Sumnsin K 
rder 55 4 Iy 





Hobbs v W act 
Eccleston v leston act 
Leith v Cooke act 


Reit & Gardiner v Dry Docks Corpo 
of ee ld _ act £j with 
Morgan v Harmer m cross 
on affilavits 
Smith v McJannet act 
In re Roser dec Roser v Featherstone 


act 
Holt & ors v Dake & ors act 
Norman Oakley & Co v Besucham 
fat con after Official Receiver’s 
rt & trial of counter claim (with 
wits) reserved by order of Nov 28 


1883 

leaden & Westminster Bk 1d v 
&ors act 

Altus on bebalt &o v De Jeanéon 

agmnes on Waaes Be gy oe 

claim and counter claim with sumns 

In re Honduras —— Oceanic Ry 


mantoniey jd mersley & ors act 
am) 
Alexander ¥ London Founders! Asso1 


Hampeorts v Trustee of Massey aad 
Hargreaves act 

Hall v Palmer act 

Williams v Neath Canal Navgn Pro- 
prietors Neath Canal Navgn Pro- 
prietors v Williams claim & counter 
claim 

Boyt» Patrick og act 


ley v Drew oot 
ee 


Lichfield ¥ 

Coote ¥ ne 

Wenham ldv May & Co act 

Edison & Swan United Electric Light 
Co ld v Shippey Bros act 

London Taverns Co ld v Worley act 

Dake of Northumberland v Bowman 
act 


Hards v Bragg i 
Smith v Taverner 
Brinton v Howlett “Glading v Brinton 
claim & counter claim 
Tristam v Eld act 
v Evans act & mta for jadg: 
In a. Moone, dec Moone v Moone 


Condy & Mitchell, 1d, v Taylor, &c, Co 
ld act 


Non-witness Causes, Adjourned Sam- 
rg Cases. 


fi 

In re Hollingbourne Ps per Co Id (Har- 
bour’s claim) adj ans (8 O Feb 1) 

Bergheim v Hornsea Pier Co adj smas 
to dismies action by contractor 

In re J Weedon’s Estate Weedon v 
Langworthy org smns Ex pte will 
trusts S (oalenes of share) 

In re F oy Estate Sykes v Sykes 
adj emns Ex pte pit (review taxa) 

In re E T St Toho’ 6 Estate St John 
v St John orieine sumns (con- 
struction of cologens 

In re D Tidey’s Estate Brooks v 
Tidey adj — Ex parte Pit 

tafe Drake & & P. Pilkington, Bolicitor 
Haddersfield Ex parts Pit At 
sumos (review taxation) 

In re Thos Wileon’s Estate Dawson 
vy Wilson adj sumns (charge as real 


I Rogen, solicitor Ez parte 
Oo re a 
Baker & Wife adj smns (for de- 
livery of bill) 
Ex School Board for London and 
owler’s Trustees (claim of trustees 
- - adj from Chmbrs by 


Exors of Metzler v Chappell origina- 
ting emns (tor out accounts) 

oe Se hee Deed Poll Dixon v 
Roberts aij smnas (0rd 55) 

In re Griffiths’s Settlement & 8 L Act 
Griffiths v Griffiths a‘jsmas (con- 
Php 

re Grey's Brewery, 1d adj smns 
~3> taxation) 

In re J , dec Foster v Matthew 
adjemas ( 

In re Jos i ae t toon 

v Fogg 

. for sale 


artin v apo 
‘In re Northumberland Avenue Hotel 





as ld (Fox & Braithwaite’s pres 
In me ad Heghe, dec Hughes v Nevett 
- re The Thomas aay dec Keetley 


oy re ayo © Peck, ase. dec “Piggott v Whyte 
‘i claim) ad) emne 
re Robert Comer, dec Comer v Ollis 

. emns (ord 55) 
Browne v Blackburne adj emns (pay- 


Cropper” Bait &anr adj emus (bill 


Cc vRix mfj 

In 6 T.. EB. Williams, decd ‘Williams 
v Williams »~ 

Hainsworth v ween adj sumns 
(interest on balance) 

In re Musgrave’s Estate Rhodes v 

Pr aime aij smns (charity 

In re Jeremiah Hallett’s Hetate adj 
emns (order 55) 

Ia re Henry Nerwick’s Will Trusts 
Nerwick ak. Althaus expte éxtrix. & 


aor adj smns 
es be » Liangennech Coal Co, ld adj 


la raCar’s Estate Ledgard v Lewin 
adj smns (order 55) 

Windover v Evans mf 

In re Ann Marehiall, fe Macleod v 
Muller me pte Malcolm Macleod 


adj sam (tazation) 
In = Wm. Wen. Averill Wl Trusts Buckle 


Ez 
ore 
Roe ib- 
Way a fom sumns 
(claiming as réversionary dovisees 
and legatees) 

In re Biagden’s Estate Prentice v 

—— pe gia adj 
(under ord 55 

ines Ihev Jas Coyte’s tate ones 
vCoyte adj sumns (ander ord 56) 

In re Maj or Daweon, — Hill v John« 
son = (construction of will) adj 
sumns (under ord 55) 

In re Fanny B Lousada, deo Bacon 
v Bacon adj sumns of exors and 
trustees ag md ord 55) 

Ia re Neath Harbour Smelting and 
Rolling Works, 1d & Co’s Acts Ex 

Official ped againet 

I ro Hall, Barasley, ted W t Ridi 
ore and Wes 
Juno Ry & Dock Act, 1880 ad 


sumns 
o" Uk At 3 A Miller, dec Miller v 


jj sumns 
Broagh v ‘Dusde adj sumns by éfts to 
vary Chief Clerk's certificate Broagh 
v Dando adj sumas by plt for pay- 
ment into court 
bol Poth adj sumns by deft 
Patrick attick to vary Chief Clerk's certifi- 


Suliman to Wells V&P Act aij 
eco » of Elihu Smallman and anr 


Ie. re ne on m Bee, des Crowther 
v Holden 


Ia te F Roe Barne v Barne 
(construction) adj sumus of exors & 


trustees : 

Sharpe v Torkingten Torkington v 
Sharpe m fj 

Attorney-Gen v Wyggeston’s Hospital 


act 
In re Henry Wood’s Estate Woods v 
fsmee I adj smas Ex pte Woods 


In re H att bindus’s Estate Lindus ¥ 
Lindus adj emns (dividends) 
a Newton v Gaches 


Ia re Atty's Estate Welby v Welby 
csmstruction of will) adj smnus 


Ex pte Sh afto Trust 


Baca: teed 


ae TS) 
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Robart Chapman « Soe at 
oh ep oe 


Re eo Metal As ld Ex 
Official Liquidator adjd sumns » 

In re Robert Morton det Morton v 
Morton adjd sumns 

In re T B Crowther deo Baker vy 
Cranbrook act &mfj 

Justice v Fooks act & adjd sumn: in 
Fooks v Burton 

Kinder v Walker aot 

In re Chas Daniel’s Estate Daniel v 
Gilson adjd sumns under order 65 

In re G Rutherford’s Settled Estate 
Settled Land Act powers of tenant 
for life adjd sumns 

In re Cilfoden Benefit Building Soc 
distribution of assets 


assets adjd sumas of 

Offi ial Liquidator 
In re Barton’s Settlement 
Trusts Pemberton v Archer-Burton 


ole v + thera 


adjd sumne to confirm compromise 
In re Tempro’s Estate Lovegrove v 
a adj smns as to appin under 


ord 
In re W M Pybus, a solicitor adj ems 
to tax bill 


In re Star Cab ra adj sxans of 
holder of bill of 
re Richardson’s Estate Shuldbam 
v + N Lifeboat Institution adj sms 
of E B Shaldham 
2 Winthrop 


v Winthrop adj eu 
's Estate Smith v 


In re C W 
j smns 
Ft ees dec Hayne v 
mtn for judgt 
Meston v Kelday on 


Farther Considerations. 

In re Wilkinson, dee Wilkinson v 
Harper 2nd far con 

Byfield v Mores fur con 

In re F T Buckland, dec Buckland v 
Beunett fur con 

Hepworth v Binks fur con ag 

In re Charles Rollinson, dec 
field & Barnsley Union Bank v viet. 
linson Tucker v Rollinson fur con 

In re James Bainbridge and Wife, dec 
Goren v Pain fur con 





Before Mr. J astice Noa. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
In re Millichamp Goodale v Ballock 


act 
In re Trevithick Trevithick v Jenkins 
act 


Blake vy Tyerman act 
Barber v Helliwell act 
Walker v James act 
Richardson v Castrey act 
Linnell v Rawson act 
Fouthall vy Walker act 
Walker v Southall act & m fj 
Ruthven vy Ruthven act 
Miller v Jones act 
Murgatroyd v Nicholson act 
v Hodgson act 
Brown v Clark act 
ie ve Zong amet v Revels act 


Drage v "Sir wo agg tH act 
well v Barker 

Bruvet v Burlet a 

Lands Allotment Co ld v London & 
Tilbury Ry Co act 

ares v —— act 

Fox v Den act 

— v Rickmansworth Highway Board 


Finnis v Wilks act 

Ia re Bennett Kauappv Bennett act 
Bowman v Hopper act 

— v Steep Grade Trams Co ld 


oon pam 5 de Blonay v Brin Freres, 


&c, Co 
Hodgkin & Ge Cov Hopper act 
Von Bartels v Greenwood act 


dh v he question of fact 
~<A Ry Co act 





Michael v Price act 
Trit‘on v Baukart act 
Holdea v Collier act 
Balsom v Webb act 

Davies Bros & Co v Davies act 
Newton v Barker act 
Gooding v Wiltshire act 

In oF abo Woodward vy Wood- 


ward 
Rdieon & Se Mocks c 
 d ~~ ee PAPA, On 0 


In re K ‘Deanett * K act 
Pashley v Ohapmen ious for trial 


be ag > Weet Hiding Union Bkg Co 


Wood v Horne 
reas, Hocking & Co wv Franklin, 


Nicol vy Campbell act 

Frank ¥ Cottrell act 

Collins v Castle act 

Luck, Bart. v Richards 

Bateman v Poplar Dist Ba of Works 
act 


Seat nae on 

re Hope, Hope v Porter 
Davies v Hodgson sot 

Winter v Baker act & mfj 

an 9 &8 W June Ry Co 


Lam v Powell, F & Co act 
Leuplagh » Powal : on 


Barnett v Fletcher act 
Urquhart v Batterfield act 
Wood v Aylward act 
Topbam v Booth act 

Ede v Watson act 

Paget v Ethouit act 

Stock v Ellison act 

R. James v The Queen act 


Rowe + Genco! Board. fot London act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses) 
and Adjourned Saummonses (Classes 
II. and {IL.) 

Carnochan v 


Parker v Parker 
In re Anirew Mena v Andrew adj 


In re Horobin Ash v Horobin adj 
smns 
In re Knight Knight v Burgess edj 


a a 
case & mtn for pi 

In reHant Nash v Bischoff adj emns 

L v Gordon 

Reaves v Stones re 

In re Faller Berpv Harrison oj emus 

In re Cross uaa adj smns 
Tafnell vy Nichols 

ic Palmer v Webb adj 


Vertue Cross v Johnson adj emne 
In re Reed Reed v Powell aaj smns 
et Myers v Crawford adj 


Inve Harley Stedman v Dunster adj 


fare Same Same y ame appl of pl 


Tate Kewwige Pabiieh ¢ Zéae0 ad] 
6mns 


ihoclen « Siteen act 

King v berlayne act 

In re Maxwell Maxwell v Maxwell 

Walle + Ho'ton mfj 

In reGardiner Jones v Gardiner adj 
emne 


re Houfton v Hoefton 
tomes (to keep its place ia wit 
In re Barwick Corner vy S‘ahl aot 
~ 6) Brewer Birt v Vosper 


In re Grown Green v Green adj sumns 
In re Beerdmore Beardmore v 


Jones v V sumas 
in're Hulton Ldder Hello adj 


139 Salsbury Saiasbury v Collias 
ine ipam Andrews v Symes adj 


Ia re Bod Bodger v Bod act 

Jentiie @ Thane’ On a9 

In re Fletcher Sir A AL Smith v 
Fleteher adj eumas 

In re Russell Pavier v Millington adj 


sumns 

R chardeon v F ot 

In re Mallam Gould '¥ adjd 
sumns 

in po Siegen EE 9’: Sn ae 
adjd sumns 

In re Davey Brading v Davey séjd 
sumne 

at CREE 8.¢ ¥ Coope 

Tn re Crookes Lemm vw Crookes adjd 


Crowfoot v Boanstt m fj 
In re Blackden Franklyn v Hollind 
sumns 


Elliott v Steel sumos 

In re v Moon adjd 
Sumns 

a Chambers v Dickinson 

D v Braued act & mf 

Meare y Ball pe . 

In re an bet the 
Britieh & Pet Pier aad Ry Co 
and the Mayor &o of Bristol 
case 

In re an Arbitration between the 
Portishead W: ivan the 
Bristol and Pier & Ry 
special case 


Io Healey) Watson Blckney 





By 5 4 Lea v Oooke fdr oon 
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» MoMillan v Gray on 
Na: res 


la re 
Faso : 
a v 
MuClolland ¥ Cloute ‘act 
wood & Sons act 
ebb act 


act 
Fraser v Eucemnen 8 Bessie, &c, Co act 
Davis v Vickery act 
In re Lady Honywood Furley v Denne 


act 
Jones v Gehrke act 

Lamb, Bart. v Chambers act and m fj 
Lambton & Cov Johneon act 
Wardens of St Saviours, Southwark v 


act 
vJones act 
B v Jones act 
Wadge vGarrold act 
eemew 5 Sanne act 


Schlusser v Hilt act 
In re H. Batt Teeeny Sends act 
Clowes v Beckles 


H Ww H Cold act 
v ouse 
Tepes Gover Otway v Loftus 


E 


Telephone Co ld v Motterahead 
of facts 

ingham act 

useman 


v 
& Co v Moyle & Son act 
Gardner ac 

tel Raame Cold act 


v Dickineon 
Hillv Sheffield act 
Cole v Stead act 


a 


ome ems on cp ¥ Westen act 
v School Board for Prescott act 


Cavees for Trial (without witnesses) 
In re Meynell Holmes vy Meynell issue 


Locke v act 

soe sr PA os 
Culver v Ridgway m fj 
Meldola vy Carvallio act 


vMaoning mf j 
ailes Wales v Wailes spc 
Geaple ¢ Birk m fj (short 

E Trueman Bradley v Turnbull 
Ine J Troomen Bradley v Tarnbull 


Some Bando =i) (nore 
Eyre v Priddle m fj (short) 


Farther Considerations. 
In re Wood Wood v Wood fur con & 


two sumns 

In re MeBlackaley McDermott v Cal- 
rera 

ln re yeahor Gardner v Faulkner 
far con 





In re Nicol Purdham v Nichol far 
con & sumns 

In re Knott Bax v Palmer far con 

Johnson v Johnson fur con 

In re Chapman Fardell v Chapman 
fur con 

Adkios v Bliss fur con 

In re Lange Langev Lange 2nd fur 


con 
In re Fenton Fenton v Fenton far 
con (short) 


Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Errington’s Trusts Bawtree v 
ee Bailey 

pny ag 

In re Dolby Dolby v Brown pt hd 

In re Wilson In re Brereton Dew v 
Brereton 

- re Coupland Coupland v Somerville 

In re Blundell Blundell v Biundell 

In re Brisley Fieming v Brisiey (3 


smns 
arrett Chalmers v Wingfield 


In re 

In re Barlow Barlow v Fela 

In re Warden Inre Gilbart Browett 
v Warden 

Islip v Ord 

In re Vint Williams v Williams 

In re Chater, Mander v Harrison pt hd 

In re Vincent, Goodman v Vincent 

Williams v Jones 

In re Ashmole, Ashmole v Ashmole 

In re Coleman, Blehampton vy Coleman 

Bull v Bhiiott 

In re Tucker, Bowchier v Gordon 

In re Toby, Lockhart v Easton 

In re E illiams, Powell v Williams 

In re Tineman, Smith vy Turnbull 

In re Meseras Wilton & Sons, Solrs 

Weston v Reversionary LIavestment 


Society 

Willis v Birdeey 

In re C C Sheen, an Infant 

In re E Wood, Wood v Wood 

Packe v Nosotti 

In re Walker, Walker v Oalton 

In re a McQueen v McQueen 

Broome v Oa 

In re J Rodgers Wilkinson v Rodgers 

In re Missouri Estates ay & Iron Co, 
ld (Ex parts Robinso: 

Ia re — Pilgrim tae’) &LC 
Act, 1 

In ¥ Tilley & Weld & V & P Act, 

4 


Parker v Bingham 
we Eyton to Williams & V & P Act, 
874 


In re Burgess George v Stothard 
Inze Lloyd Eetate Faithful v Lloyd 
In re Tacker Tasker v Hunt 

In reC S Ra 
In re Co Howlett v Hodson 

In re Ro Longrigs v Robingon 
Pooles v Lightfoot 

In re Eyton to Jones & V & P Act, 


1874 

In re Sparks to Wigan, & & V &P 
Act, 1874 

In re Senger Senger v Charles 

Galmo - v Brown 

In re Reid Jeffryes v Crofton 

De Moray Concha De Mora v Concha 


pt hd 
In re Hand's Estate Walling v Chick 
In re W Tyson Simon v Hayston 
In re John Andrews Hedgecock v 


Aylmore 
Inre E Westall West v Westall 
Salwey v fo, 
In re Coo) 
In re wie jeane V 
In re Atkinson Hindson v pid 
Garoham v Skipper 


Bases Mr. Justice KRKEWICH. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Webb v St. John’s Gas Co act (not 

before March 31) 


Ia re Evan Jones Jones v Williams act 
Lewis v Baskerville act 


Transferred from Justices Kay, 
Cuirry and Pearson, for Trial or 
ine Order, dated llta 


or, an infant 


Mendes ¥ Motper _ est 
Aberdare &0 Co v Hankey act 
In re Moore paves Howe act 


Cuttill vy McSheehan act 

Yates & Co v Thornton & Co act 

Mileham v Tibbets act 

Stanley (on behalf &c) v Mayor &c of 
Norwich act 

In re Wickham Maroney v Taylor 
act 


Transferred from Justices CuuiTTY, 
Nort, & Sriaina, for Trial or 
Hearing only—by Order, dated Nov 


24, 1886 
as . Maudsley Maudsley v Hughes 


anne v Sutton, Bart act 

Janson v Mowatt act 

In re H Jones Jonesv Digby act 
Attorney-Gen v Met Ry Cold act 
Laev Chiv mpion & Cold act 
Firth v Slingsby act 

Wilkinson v Alcock act 


Act 
oS ne oy eee Sore 
Roya Bristol Perm Ben Soc v Bomash 


Tucker v Bennett act 

Parker v Brown act 

Arnott v Hayes act 

In reE W Jones Jones v Cottier act 
Williams v Alt act 

Pickersgill v Booth act 

—_ Property Trust ld v Harrison 


ieoeet v Robertson act 

In re = 2 Lewis v Prosser Prosser 
v 

Sheppard, on ees, _ v Scinde, 
Papnjaub, Co 

Ghirelli v Pr or Sage 

Jeakes v Tibbitts act 

Orchard v Williams act 

Williams v Martin act 

Howlett v Medway Navigata Proprs 
act 


In re Tarner, Cork v Hutchinson act 
Crofton ¥ Wood act 

Winter v Davis act 

Hartopp v Hartopp act 

Parker's Rag army v Hartopp act 

Tn re Ogle, Evett v Ogle act 

Prior v Eesex act 





Powell v Vickerman act 
Nash v Hayward act 
Davey v Moody act 
Alexander v Mollison act 
oo v Aocmmar act 
gerson Vv _ act 
French v Hi 
Macready v Sees act 
v Coleman act 
Heath v Brooks act 
Perren v Baker act 
James v Lovel act 
Wright v Horrocks act 
Wi v Middletwun act 
Smethurst v SirC. Lindssy & Co li 
act 
Griffin v Bentley m fj 
Shield vy Winder act 
Met Dist Ry Cov Met Ry Co aot 
Met Dist Ry Co v Met Dist Joint Com 
& Met Ry Co act 
Earl of Chichester v Morton act 
Wylson & Long vy Dano act 
In re Deuston Deuaton v D.uston act 
Coburn v Collins act 
Childs v Warren act 
Burr v Wimbledon Local Board act 
London [Yortland Cement Co ld v 
Northfleet Brickfields Cold act 
Stepheaton v Banke = 
Char’ wood v Evans 
Dake of heed v Equity Law 
Life &0 Soe act 
Newman & Cov Piato & Son act 
Mellor v Thompson act 
Pidgley v Ellis act 
Young v Greenfield act 
Shore v Pratt act 
Midland Ry Co v Micklethwait aot 
Stone vy Smith act 
Caiter v Walls act 
In re M Watson Watson v Duncan 
act (Easter sitting») 
ion re Darby Vaughan v Pennefather 


Saith v Harding act 

James v Pearless & Son 

Kinnear’s Patent ld v Allbright act 

Golonya vy Rath act 

Oaterteg v — — transferred 
from Q B Divisi 

Hart v Randall anhe ordered to go to 
bottom of List 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—F Ray, Dec. 31. 
JOINT STOCK po a gag 


LIMITED IN 
REIS SLATE ate Co LincrE.. Coie ty, ¥., has fixed Getuniey, Jan 8, 


tment of an official liquida 
EE Omnibus Co, LIMITED. North, J., 
Richard Giles, & Villa, 








March 1 1}. Pointed for hoaring oma jodieating debts d claims 
at 12, is a) ‘or an pen ebts an 
District BANK Y LONDO , LIMITED.—Petn ro winding up, presented Dec 
directed to be pa Seterd North, J., on Saturday, Jan 15. Cheese & i: Govan 
solors wt 0 


Pall for 
RHONNDA-MERTHYR AL COLLIERY Co, LIMITED.—Stirling, J., has fixed 
Monday, Jan 10, at 12, at _ chambeis, for the appointment of an official 


liquida 
weeseT BRE yy Co, Liurrep.—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 214, 
directed to y= Ged before No J,, on Saturday, Jan 15. Marsland & Co, 
Chancery lane, agents for Curtis & Son, Neath, solors for petner 
County PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Luwe Surprrne Co, Luuirep.—By an order made by the Vice Nawmy dated 
that the company be wound up. Mason & Grierson, 


Szerron Hostery Co, Lumrep.—By an order made by Bristowe, V O., dated Dee 
13, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Winder, Bolton, solors for 


r 
FRIENDLY =o ame prey 
FRIENDLY Society, National Bohosl, Siew 
KNIGHTS OF THE Woop FRIENDLY ry, Moonie Che Good pelioe Li Tan. teh Mice st, 
Old hill, Stafford. Dec 29 


London Ga —TUESDAY, Jan. 4, 
TOINT STOO COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN OHANCERY. 
—OChitty, J., has fixed BR iam Jan 14, at 
sagen ot of sn eet 1 Whirected to be 
u ani, 
oy wh Jan is. Goldberg & Langdon, West st, 


Brrouizis Hatt Iron Co, Limrren. 
12.0, at his chambers, for the ap 
heard before North, J., on 


Finsbury circus, solors for 
LLYNVI AND ya oO ny, he a ‘or win up, presented Dec * 
to be heard before Kay, on Jan 15. chasten & On, SASS 


bldgs, Gray's inn, agents for Wik inder, Bolton, oes for 
Royal ExcHance SHIPPING Co, of winding 
1. directed to be heard before wie. a neko Jan 15. 


Old Jewry, solors for petners 
—Petn for or winding wp peeseneee Jan 


p, presented Jan 
urst & Co, 


Roya, Bxciinas SuxrriNG Co, Uncen. — Jan 15. Botterell 
. hall st, solors for petner — 
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County PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


Apion BANK AND Discount Oo, Limrrep my AF order made py the Vice- 
Chancellor, dated Dec 20, it was ordered the company be wound up. 
Brabner & Court, irepeel, solors for petner 


FRIENDLY See DISSOLVED. 


DEVOYSHIRE CLUB AND InsTITUTE, Camden house, Chiswick. Dec » 
EquITY FRIENDLY Soomery. Suffolk — Meshes ahs Hacksey ri. Dee 
"Dee 3 SocretY, Primitive Methodist Schoolroom, Norton Canes, Stafford. 


SHIPWRECKED SEAMEN’s Socrety, Beehive Bri st, South Lynn, 
Uting’s Lynn, Norfolk, Jani ane al 








NOTICES TO CREDITORS UNDER TRUSTEES 
Liondon Gasette or any newspaper, sould be sent 
lishers London Gazette, 45, St. Martin’s-lane, W.O. 
Tuesday and Friday.—{ApvrT. } 


Act, for insertion in_the 
t to Harrison and Sons, Pub- 
The Gasette is published 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES, 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
Last Day oF CLarm, 

London Gagette.—Frimmay, Dec. 81. 
Batt, James, Orrell, near Wigan, Lancaster, Farmer. Feb 14. Barlow, Wigan 
CAMMACK, Francis, Stickney, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 12. Walker & Co, Spilsby 
CASE, som. Do Dockhead, Bermondsey. Feb 28, Wellborne and Son, Duke st, 
Oxuegztit, ier. Wuri1amM, Radipole, Dorset. Feb 19. Andrews & Co, 

eymouw 

CotLivs, THomAS, Morton, Thornbury, Gloucester, Yeoman. Feb 2, Crossman 


& Lioyd, Thornbury 
Davy, JOHN, Yondeven, Netherbury, Dorset, Yeoman. Feb 14, Leigh, 
Beaminster 


Dicks, Jonn Te Brenchley, Kent, Esq. Jani8. Blake & Co, College hill, 
non 
EasTon, NATHANIEL, Kingston upon Hull, Esq. Feb10. Leak & Co, Hull 


FritH, JOSEPH, Orabtree, Sheffield, Gent. Febi. Webster & Styring, Sheffield 
GILBERT, Rev. PHILIP PARKER, Creffield rd, Ealing. Jan3i. Hughes, Edgware 


Hat, Eriza, Dartford, Kent. Febi. Miller & Oo, Salters’ Hall ct, Cannon st 
HALL, MARIA Rosson, Dartford, Kent. Feb 1. Miller & Co, Salters’ Hail et, 


Cannon st 
HOLDEN, ANN, Bolton, Lancaster. Jan 28. Balshaw & Hodgkinson, Bolton 


MAUNDER, Bt ALBERT, Crediton, Devon, Butcher, Jan 20. Friend & 
Beal, xeter 

PARKINSON, RAWLINSON, Fa vy. ct, Fleet st, Architect. Jan 31. Nutt & 
Savery, Brabant Philpot lane 

PoRTER, SAMUEL, Bury, cashire, Grocer. Jan 3i, Grundy, Bury 


Raine, GEORGE TOWNSEND, Bootle, Liverpool, Gent. Feb7. Lamb, Birkenhead 
—' ab me hy Matruew, Sparkbrook, Birmingham, Gent. Feb 5. Fallows, 
Reir, JoHN ORARERS, oa -Gonpten st, Soho, Licensed Victualler. Feb 1. 
"Jerome & Co, Basinghall st 
SAYER, JOHN, Old st, St Luke’ 8, , Eringe Manufacturer. Feb 12. Chamberlayne 
& Beaumont, Lincoln’s inn ds 
amg" Gouares, M.D., Hallifora 1 House, Sunbury. Jan23. Haigh & Co, Liver- 
Sncrson, eae, Leeds, Draper. Feb 15. Cranswick, Leeds 
Teacs, Exiza Annz, Court Hall, Kenton. Jan 20. Friend & Beal, Exeter 
UsBORNE, JOHN, Frittenden, Kent, Farmer. Jan 20. Hinds & Son, Goudhurst 
uae, Mary, Southfield, Maidsmoreton, Bucks. Mar 1. Hearn & Co, 
uckingham 
G, Germantown, Philadelphia, U.8.A., Manufacturer. Feb 15. 


EBSTER, LEEMING, 
Oates, eee 
Woon, JosEPn, Shay, Halifax, Gent. Feb1. Wavell & Co, Halifax 


Wricut, Ropert, Hedon in Holderness, York, Gent, Leak & Co, Hull 
London Gaszette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 4. 


AYRTON, Lay A Right Hon Acrow Smzez, Courtfield gdns, Kensington. Feb 1. 
Valpy & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
BEARD, JOHN RatPu, Rottingdean, Sussex, Gent. Jan15. Lewis, Lewes 


Bray, W11114M, Thuristone, Eesiatoan, York, Tallow Chandler. Feb 28. Drans- 
field & Hodgkinson. Penis 
CLEMENTS, ELIZABETH, a ed Stafford. Feb 8. Hickman, Birmingham 


Corn, Exiza, Senbeve h gdns, Shepherd’s Bush. Jan 90. Coburn & Y: 
en ug P: oung, 


Drake, JOHN Busmeas, Halifax, York, Contractor. Marchi. Farrar, Malifax 

Duwy, MontaGu Bucctzevcn, Bath, Esq. Marchi. Lacey & Son, Bournemouth 

Evans, SAMUEL Harrison, 2 Weston super Mare, Esq, M.R.O.8. March 
25. Robotham & Oo, Der 

Granam, DoNnAaLD DuNOcAN r ham crescent, Dover, April 10. Davies, 
Sherborne lane, King William st 

— JOHN agg ee ions Sutton, Lincoln, Retired Grocer. Jan 28. 

Mossop & Mossop, Long Sutton 

Hart, ELIZABETH, Stoc Stackton on Tees. Jan 23. Archer, Stockton on Tees 

Hazrt, gene, Stockton on Tees, Tobacconist. Jan 23, Archer, Stockton 


Hitz, Juris, Paulton, Somerset. Feb1. Oox & Kitson, Beaminster 
Hiscock, Josern, Woodcutts, Dorset, Grocer. Feb 28, Pollard, Coleman st 
JonEs, Qaent, Weston super Mare, Fisherman. Jan 31. Baker & Co, 


mg ae Forest hill, Kent, Hop Merchant. Feb 19. Micklem & Co, 


Doin Seamer Demiinase, Dertey, Gent. March7. Robotham & Co, Derby 
Luvox, Connetrus, Leyton, Essex, Ship Carver. Jan 30. Davis, Liverpool st 


ARRETT, Right Hon he my nang > aaa ee Viscountess, South Audley ‘st 
Feb i. Evans & Co, Gray’s in 
Pacn, Jonn Franxs, Croydon, Surrey. Feb 12. Rowland & Co, Croydon 


re Re ee Jan 2. Look, 
Borren, Brenchley, Kent, Farmer, Feb 1. Buss, Tunbridge 
ells 

nee Se common, Worcester, Brickmaker. March 1. Trow, 
Rosson, SopHza AvaustA, Castle hill, Reading. Jan. Field, Reading 

Owing, Rev Fasvansx, Histon, Nottingham. Feb 14. Ernest Langhorne, 
me teewny Ranein, Hamed, Deve, Esq. Feb 10. Hamilton, 
Turron, ANNE, Chariton, Henbury, Gloucester. Feb 14. Danger & Oartwright, 


Wart, Dororry SNELL, Penally, nr Tenby, Pembroke. Jan 20. Lock, Tenby 
WHuiTaker, THomas, Disley, Chester, Shopkeeper. Jan 22. Smith, Stockport 





Fas, To GUmTAAs, for » sanitary inepection and sper om 8 Lear and Vent 


many in Vee Werte qpestan tree. 


house. 
lation Company, 115, free,—(ADvr. 


sen ee PSY eat ranches at Ii, Pal 


holesale 
Co SW ao Liverpockat. oh aug 

BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
—FRIDAY, 31. 


AcKROYD, WALTER, pean egeLvES . Bradford. Pet Dec 
Baanguey, DANIEL, Blackburn, Shuttle Spring Maker. Blackburn. Pet Deo 
On Ee tes Doo tipere, 4D? , Importer of Tobacconist’s Goods. 
Oounyx,, Wiutsant Navin, wa, buf Bee . Newport, Mon. Pet Deo 29. 
OR. ALTERED, Beckenham rd, Penge, Grocer. Croydon. Pet Deo 23. 
Hing, and Wisin Boouns, Skeldereste Joiners. York. Pet Deo 
Dag ee Mater TO Rath Bit Merthyr Tydfil. Pet Deo 29, 
. Sebastopol, nr Panteg, Mon, Grocer. Newport, Mon, Pet 
Paste i, Ord Deo JOHN Qpamma, ¥ HuceiaNG Daasare, and 
og oo pages 
FELD, JouN, Bristol, Jeweller. Bristol, Pet Dec 29. Ord Dec 29 
cee ay, eT te mae 
Eg : Pet 
Hm, Jouy Davin, New Broad st, Naval Officer. es ea Pet Nov 29. 
Honsqnernan, Sonurs, Hathesten, ay Mentuteh, Season. Nantwich and Crewe. 
lane, Peckham, Importer of Buttons. High Court. Pet 











Fe 


Hoo: 
Ord Dec 23 
Kugay, =. Grd Dev ot meanonse moopan Walsall. Pet Dec, Ord 
LaNcssrEn, Ja}cae Muaxevonts, Pendleton, Lancashire, Butcher. Salford. Pet 
ROBERT Gagwoce, Gorleston, Suffolk, Boat Owner. Gt Yarmouth. Pet 
Mackenzix, J J, Langham st, Gent. High Court. Pet Nov27. Ord Deo 28 
Mansur, Joun SS a ene: heen ee ee Gt Yarmouth. 
_ Walls” Pot Desa Ord Deo 
zs Saas Hampshire, Grocer. Portemouth. Pet 
some ge Peels. Fite Sin Oldham. Pet Deo %. Ord 
, JOHN, Manchester, Manufacturer. Manchester. 
Seng Sop ery Mans ie 
weceta, Hadane, Uhertethbouls tn, High Court. Pet Dec8. Ord Dec 23 
Unwin, Jonny, Landbeach, Cambridge, Builder. Cambridge. Pet Dec 2. Ord 
VERDIY wre Aicran naeseret Lena High Court. Pet Deo 21. 
Wanmag, 7 2. Dxd Deo 3 Torkard, Nottingham, Coal Miner. Nottingham. 
7 Dec 29.’ Ord Dec 29 
Waris, Haxay Davis Barurr, Oarnarvon. Bangor. Pet Dec 13. Ord 


KEENAHAN, JOHN, Liverpool, Stationer. Liverpool. Pet Dec%9. Ord Dec 29 
29. Ord Dec 
Pet Dec 29. 
anp, Tonbeidige, Ohesk ta Holy Order. Tonbridge 
Morzis, W1LL1aM Henry, 

Ww, SAMUEL, jun, Ilkeston, Derby, Grocer. Derby. Pet Dec 28. Ord Deo 29 
Rotengon, Bet Roserma, Eilington st, Barnsbury, Widow. High Court. Pet Dec 7, 
Urwaxo, Wauren, Finsbury circus, Solicitor. High Court. Pet Nov is. Ord 

Ieiac Hiomccth, Ocmabeidge, Implements Maker. Cambridge. Pet 

Dec 


The following notice Say Gait GRAS ts te 
Merchants. 
Taomas, Jostas, and Joun Joms, 1. Timber 


BAYNHAM, JaMuEs, omtet, Cree Seats. 2, Offa st, Hereford 


mee ae and Gx0: — Gloucester, Enamelled Slate Manu 
paoean eee 4 s Jan 10 at12. Off Rec, 4, 





Westgate st, 


ee fy Clout Retngs Oetenal te Aue, Jan 7 
| ona ee ne Farmer, Jan 8 at 12.45. Of Reo, 2, 
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Conzyry, ty haan Ask, Mon, Farmer. Jan 12 at 12.90. 12, Tredegar pl, 
cunsies’ Easy Seay, ond Wrirsase Ecorzs, York, Joiners. Jan 11 at 12. Of Rec, 
Cassin Onantzs, Sheffield, Draper. Jan 10 at 11.30. Off Rec, Figtree lane, 
D AG: Sehastepel, nr Panteg, Mon, Grocer. Jan 12 at 12. 12, 
ee ~~ Joun NELson, Kingston hill, Artist. Jan 7 at 12. 2% and 2, St 


's 
Farmer, Jonn, Farringdon rd, Baker. Jan7 ati. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Fovuixgs, Joun, Rhyl, Flint, Timber Merchant. Jan 11 at 12. Off Rec, Chester 
iH, DUDLEY ALBERT, h Yontmon, I. W., Gent. Jan 12 at 1.30. Chamber 


erce, 144, Chea) 
7 Wrnits3t, High re Lee, Butcher. Jan 12 at 8, 109, Victoria st, 
Ha Wi! St t Mary Axe, Telegraph Codist. Jan 7 at 12. 33, Carey st, Lin- 
HAywanp, CHARLES JOHN Ernest, Southsea, Gent. Jan 17 at 3. 166, Queen st, 
Hum, pene Ocrz, Springfield, Essex, Schoolmistress. Jan 10 at 10. Shirehall, 
trebles =. rerte-5 rd, Draper. Jan 7 at 12. Bankruptcy 
Morn, WutuM Henry, Landport, Hampshire, Grocer. Jan 17 at 4. 166, 
Nornatty Jon, Rochdale, Tin Plate Worker. Jan 10 at 8.30. Townhall, Roch- 
OXLEY. JouN. Mansfield, ne Nottingham Fruit Merchant. Jan 7 at 11. Off 


Hee, \ High wocgs Hina. 
Dre 


Paxso any —— id Mancanar Pansoxg PARSONS, Fs! ra, Fulham, 
t an Ts iy Ss, incoln’s inn 
Pr eee, Tllogan, ianicrugt ee er Jan 7 by 12.30. Tabb’s Hotel, 


ru’ 
PowWELL, THomas, Gloucester, Grocer. Jan 8at1%. Off Rec, King st, Gloucester 
RAWLin, WILLIAM, Newark upon Trent, Watchmaker. Jan7ati2. Off Reo, 1, 
hh pav t. Nottingham 
Saaz, willand, Suffolk, Butcher. Jan 8 at 12.15. Off Rec, 2, West- 
on ante st, Ips swich 
SWAFFER, Jour, Edenbridge, Kent, Grocer. Jan7 at 2.90. Spencer and Reeves, 
Mount Pleasant, Tunbridge 
114, Broadstairs, Schoolmistress. Jan 14 at 10, St George’s 
ache * omy Las Landbeach, Cambridgeshire, Builder. Jan 14 at 19, Off Rec, 
Watson, RGE, ‘Nottingham, Provision Dealer. Jan 7 at 3.30, Off Rec, 1, 


High ravement 
ILDEPSPIN, ISAAC, om ay eshire, Implement Maker. Jan 14 at 


¥ 12.90, of 
Wrox, W: mutiant, Leadon 38, Carey st, 


Wren Sonny W ILLIAM, Roth¢rha: Builder. Jan 10 at 12,20, Off Rec, 
Fiz aitan, S “tham, Coach an 10 a ec, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Acrnorp, Watrsn, Bradford, Fancy Stuff Maker. Bradford. Pet Dec 2%. Ord 


Dec 29 
Es, Kingstown, nr Carlisle, Brickmaker. Carlisle. Pet Dec 


1. OF 29 
Bares, JOHN, Nottingham, Joiner. Nottingham. Pet Dec 18. Ord Dec 23 
Bennett, WiLLiaM HENRY. Gibraltar terr, New rd, Chatham, Grocer, Roches- 
ter. Pet Dec8. Ord Dec 29 
Beasensy, Dyess. Blackburn, Shuttle Spring Maker. Blackburn. Pet Dec 
Conaypeoes, Qxonas, Stratford, Essex, Clothier. High Court, Pet Nov 20. 
Deed Deo” and Wi111M Eccizs, York, Joiners. York. Pet Dec 28. 
High Court. Pet Nov 
18. ‘Ord Dae es - 


FARMER, JOHN, Pizttagtes rd, Baker. High Court. Pet Novy27. Ord Deo 24 
ee dtige GRAHAM, a A Stele Newing‘on, Lathwood Merchant. 
G TLLIAM 


. Pet Nov 26. 
ne De s Porrse, Nottingham, Tailor. Nottingham. Pet Dec8. Ord 
Hawke, Fam St Mary Axe, Telegraph Codist. High Court. Pet Novi9. Ord 
LANCASTER, J AMES eA erCnee, Pendleton, Lancs, Butcher. Salford. Pet Dec 
5 Ganwoon, Gorleston, Suffolk, Boat Owner. Gt Yarmouth. Pet 


Cary, Cambria Broker. Jan7 at il. 


29 
Masemi®, Sous ae ~ 5 yd Gt Yarmouth, Fishing Boat Owner. Gt Yarmouth. 
ees Jamaica ra, Bermondsey, Confectioner. High Court. Pet Oct 


Munster, EpwarpD S Wissasm. Argyle pl, Regent st. High Oourt. Pet Nov 22. 
Morris, Witt1aM Henry, Landport, Hants, Grocer. Portsmouth. Pet Dec 23, 


NIBLETT, Cheltenham, Baker, Oheltenham., Pet Dec 0. Ord Dec 99 
PICKERING, RICHARD, Hawarden, Farmer. Chester. Pet Dec?. Ord Dec 28 
SErMovR, W., residence unknown. High Court. Pet Marii. Ord Deo 9 
Cuppa, Foam Resyick, v , ur Manchester, Slipper Manufacturer. Manchester. 


seeping ere oo Bae Herts, out of business, Luton, Pet 
st, Commercial 
ie cL CL 
Carmarthen. Pet Dec 4. Ord Dec 29 
Wamant Bes it Blacktriage ra. Lisesned Viatealior. High Court. Pet Dec 2. 
Wangge, Jou my Peapes, 8 Stuchbury, Northamptonshire, Farmer. Banbury. 
‘Waven, Sasces,’ Stecle's rd. I Hampsteed, Corn Factor. High Court. Pet July 
W: ‘ucknall Taeed, Nottinghamshire, Coal Miner. Notting- 


ham. Dee 29. Ord 
btext NYNGHAM Caren Leeds, Schoolmaster. Leeds. Pet Dec 16. 


eden none eee 
Joun Mowry, Linden 
Cage, Sn Posie nae, Chiswick, Retired Oolonel in Army. 


London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 4. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AsTwoon, W Hewry, Kensworth, Hertfordshire, Farmer. Luton. Pet 


ec 30 
Bares, 5 Ae e+ sna CHARLES Bares, Worcester, Baker. Worcester. Pet Dec 31, 


Rooen, Taig. Lancashire, Grocer. Burnley. Pet Dec 30. Ord Dect) 
Tuomas, Wrezham, Denbighshire, Brewer. Wrexham. Pet Dee 29, 
Dec 29 
mia Gnoeek EDWARD Hume, Westow st, Upper Norwood, Printer, 
Greenwich. Pet Dec 31. 
oem, eeeas, and HENRY SowTEs, Bristol, Booksellers. Bristol. Pet Dec 15, 
Dee 30 


Cure, Jastes OovE Kingston upon Hull, Sewing Machine Agent. 
K iowa na. Pet Dec 30. Ord Dec 30 


CooPER, BERT. Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet Dec 30. Ord Dec 80 

Coviton, Henry, Ni + cage, Buckinghamshire, Clerk. Northampton. 
Pet Dee 30, ‘Ord 

OULYERHO Sasa, ane Purfleet Whart, 


'REDERICE 
Camden T , Contractors. High Court. aman Bes Des Deo 29 
DAVIES, Jouy, Torrington, Devon, Dairyman. Barnstaple. Pet Dec 31. Ord 


DEBIERRE, CAMILLE, Stourport, Worcestershire, Bookseller. Kidderminster, 
me a Ord Dec 
Ets. James Heyey, Greenside, Pudsey, Confectioner. Bradford. Pet ])ec 80, 


Fox, JoserH, Whitstable, Compositor. Canterbury. Pet Dec 23. Ord Dec 29 


Goran, Ameanin, EBteny poh, Cinetiny, Schoolmaster. High Court. 
c 
GovuLD, ALFRED, Lincoln, Provision Dealer. Linealm, Pet Dec 31. Ord Dec 81 


Hannan, Jonny, Woodstock, Oufordshire, Doctor. Oxford. Pet Deo 

Hursert, JoserH, Hastings, Lodging house keeper, Hastings. Pet Dec 29, 

Hotmes, RicHArD, Bardsey, Yorks, Innkeeper. York. Pet Dec 31. Ord Dec 31 
Manages, Retane mane, Fingsten upon Hull, Fish Merchant. Kingston upon Hull. 
Pet 31. Ord Dec 

Mantin, Deo” jun, ‘Bowles rd, Old Kent rd, Stone Merchant. High Court. 

ee Canterbury, Surgeon. Canterbury. Pet Dec3i. Ord Dec 31 

Payne, Bior, Beaune, Mon, Grocer Tredegar. Pet Dec 29. Ord Deo 30 

PEA Ropgrt M. of a Tobacco 

sen age Mer Crees, Deptford, Mason. Greenwich. Pet 

Trent, HERBERT ROBERT, Dorchester, Baker. Dorchester. Pet Dec 30. Ord 

Upsonn, AmBrose G, Brighton, Merchant. Brighton. Ord Dec 30 

Wages, “Gaenen Epwrs, Fenchurch st. High Court. Pet Nov 5 Ord 

wae Araaee, Birmingham, Jeweller. Birmingham. Pet Dec 30. Ord 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Hunt, Rospert, Charles st, St James’s. Gent. High Court. Receiv Ord Mar 2%. 
Adjud May 25. Rese and Annul Dec 31 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
ACEROYD, Waseem, Bradtoed, Banuy Stuf Manufacturer. Jan 12 at 11. Off Reo, 
a, or row, Bradfo: 
ADs, JOHN, Bre Glamorgan, Draper. Jan 13 at 12. Off Reo, 3, Crock- 
erbtown, © 


ASKIN, t, JOHN FRRDRBICE Pass, Sheffield, Grocer. Jan 12 at 12. Of Rec, Figtree 


ATrwoop, WILLIAM yy, Kensworth, Herts, Farmer. Jan isatii. Off Reo, 
29, Park st West, —wty = 

YLMER, JOHN EVANS FREKE, Cannon st, Engineer. Jan 11 at 12. Bank- 

ruptcy Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 


ELBA, a CHARLES Bates, Worcester, Baker. Janiéat 11. Off Reo, 
Iurzy, Wormwood 
paonpen iin ae Be, eee Na ae, rah 
Sau Dania, Black ttle Spring Maker. Jan 12 at 2.30. Oounty 
ae » ee pate ers Peckham, Grocer. Jan 13 at 11. 33, Carey st, 
da B Boo! Jan 17 at 12.20. Off 
a RARE gad exer Geren, ristol, Booksellers, ai 
CLAYTON, Mary Ann, Leeds, Confectioner, Jan i2at1i, Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
Casarqeox, ALEXANDER, Sheffield, Designer. Jan 12at11. 33, Oarey st, Lincoln's 
ae Artuvue Hewey, Wood st, Westminster, Oilman. Jan 12 at 2.30. 
DAVIES, perce, Fite colt Batter Dealer. Jan 12 at 3. Off Reo, Merthyr 
sntne EERRY, Pudsey, Yorks, Confectioner, Jan13 at 11, Of Reo, 3, 
Frei, Jomn, Bristol, Jeweller. Jan 12 at 32.90, Off Rec, Bank chbra, Bristol 
Fox, J Whitstable, Kent, Compositor. Jah 12 at 11.30, 92, St George’s st, 


cra tignes Portugal sh Linea’ inn Seldg Jan 12 at 11. Bankruptcy 


Avzagp Laaaa, North hil, Highgate, Builders. Jan 


, Glamorganshire, Draper. Jan 12 at 
wp Seta ee soa mare Jan 18.86%, Off Reo, 


HurouD, Jou Tous, High st, Stratford, Clothier. Jan i8at 12, 33, Carey 





Sah ee Ret mene ete Jan 18.06 2.20. Of Reo, 
J W. zd, Furniture Dealer, Jan 11 at 12, 38 Cazcy st, 


, 


we 2a3 4 
Haworts, RicHargD, See ieee den 0-080 County court, Black« | 
me Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Jan 12 att. 

eae house Keeper. Jan 12 at 2%. Gausden & 
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Baar, ADAM, Pelsall, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 19 at12. Off Rec, Wal- 


LANCASTER, jon MezansrortTu, Pendleton, Lancashire, Butcher. Jan 11 at 
1.30. Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
ROBERT Garwoop, Gorleston, Suffolk, Boat Owner. Jan 14 at 10.15. 
ern, rowel Blake, South Quay, Gt Yarmouth 
Law, Montacus Wri11aM, V ictoria st, Westminster, Iron Building Contractor. 
Jan 12 at 12. 383, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
LOE, is, Janes, Margate, Architect. Jan 18 at 12. Bankruptcy blidgs, 
coln’s inn 
MADDOCK, JONATHAN, Pontycymmes, Glamorgan, Butcher. Jan 13 at i1. Off 


Rec, 8, Crockherbtowa, Car 
» Fishing Boat Owner, Jan 14 at 10.30. 


MANSHIP, JoHN BIsHOP, Yarmeon' 
Lovewell B South Q: uay, Gt ‘atmo 

“WFincheap, Canterbury, a Jan 13 at 1. Bankruptcy 

coln’s inn 


Moers, ay pee 

OUTTEN, iy ALFRED, Cpstoon rd,"Mile End, out of business. Jan 12 at 2.30. 

Prostow ea Mons, heffild. M Mineral Water Manufacturer. Jan 12 at 11. Off 

Roppa. Horace GusTAvus, ond Paasx Deane Roppa, St Leonards on Sea, 
— Jan 11 at 12. Bankruptcy bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 

SENIOR, Susane, Hanes Heaton, nr Dewabury, Farmer, Jan 11 at 10. Off 


Rec, Bank ch Batle 
Paaw, Faxunr, jen, Tikeston. Derby, Grocer. Jan 12at3. Flying Horse Hotel, 
ttingham 


BurTH, ALF. Hopesor, Nottingham, Brass Enginger. Janilat ti. Off Reo, 
pav — N ottingham 


area” ATEIN, St yocra's st East, Builder. Jan 13 at 11. Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 


SMOoTHY, ALBERT THOMAS BUCK, Hitchin, Herts, out of business. Jau 14 at 12. 
Sun Hotel, Hitchin, Herts 
SQUIRES, FREDERICK, Nottingham, Painter. Jan 11 at 12. Off Rec, 1, High pave- 


ment, Nottingham 

STEEDS, JAMES, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler. Jan 11 at 3 Off Rec, 

aay HeRBert Rozert, Fordington, Dorsetshire, Baker. Jan 12 at 19.15. 
Antelope Hotel, Dorchester 

p Chandler. Jan 11 at 


ULRICI, JOHANN EBERHARD FRIEDRICH, Tower Hill, 
2.20. Bankruptcy bldngs, Portugal st Lincoln's = Fields 
, Farmer. Jan 13 at 12. 


WARREN, JoHN PEARSON, Stuchbury, Northamptonshire 
Off Reo, 1, St Aldates, Oxford 
, Ironmonger. Jan #@ at 1. Off Rec, Figtree Isne, 


WILEY, WALTER, 
Sheffiel 


The following amended notices are substieased ue those published in the 
London Gazette of 


Baines, Jonn, Nottingham, Joiner. Jan 5 he ‘aoe. "of Rec, High pavement, 


Notting 
Nw maps, | SAMUBL, Cheltenham, Baker. Jan 4 at 3.30, County Court, Chelten- 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
nN Fou, Au Aughion, nr Ormskirk, Lanes, Architect, Liverpool. Pet Nov 
ec 8 

Barocas, THOMAS Fener. and Percy Roberts Impey, pai, Ona daa 3 chbrs, Worm- 
wood st, Carpet Dealers. High Court, fires AW 

BELCHER, HENRY, and Senen BELOHER, Glos, Slate anaeianin, Glenenabie, 
Pet Dec 20, Ord Jan 

BuakE, JOB, St. Helen’s, Giass Dealer. Liverpool. Pet Dec9. Ord Dec 30 

Bootu, JaMus, Padiham, Lancs, Grocer. Burniey. Pet Dec 90. Ord Jan 1 

Burcuse, Ouanrme, Long Melford, Suffolk, Maltster. Colchester. Pet Deo 16. 

ir 

CHAPMAN, GEORGE, and Farms he Stockport, Cheshire, Drapers. Stock- 
port. Pet Nov 30. Ord Dec 

Doorse, WIEaaAm, Rainow, nr Macclesfield, Farmer. Macclesfield. Pet Dec 2. 

30 

pocress, Pw jrowgort Pagnell, Buckingham, Olerk. Northampton. Pet 

pavim, Pemaae , Merthyr Tydfil, Butter Dealer. Merthyr Tydfil, Pet Dec 99. 

rd Dec 


DESIERES, Came, Stourport, Worcester, Bookseller. Kidderminster. Pet 
ec 20. Ord Dec 8 
DznNE, Mary ANN, Sebastopol, nt Panteg, Mon, Grocer. Newport, Mon. 


Pet Dec 24, 
pacminoes, Tuomas, North Shields, Fruiterer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Dee 16. 
Bus, Jaume Henry, Pudsey, Yorks, Oonfevtioner. Bradford, Pet Dec 80, 


ec 
Fox, JosEPH, Whitstable, Compositor. Canterbury. Pet Dec 33. Ord Dec 29 
GOULD, ALFRED, Lincoln, Provision Dealer. Lincoln. Pet Deo31. Ord Dec 31 
Gaovorts, Wise, Nantwich, Cabinet Maker. Nantwichand Crewe. Pet Dec 
—~* Toe Hastings, Lodging house Keeper. Hastings. Pet Dec 29. 


HOoLLINSHEAD, SOPHIA, Hatherton, nr Nantwich, Farmer. Nantwich and Crewe. 
Pet Dec 29. Ora Dee 30 





a 
onbed bee Iifracombe, Wine Merchant. Barnstaple. Pet Deo it. 
« 7a. Bs Penile x0, Camsabeny, Ob Erapeieten, 

z re Pe boo ee Ord Ben Krobitest, Canterbury. Pet Deo. Ord Deo 31 
Tahenek Ancien Gediieia aaa Cheltenham. Pet Dec2. Ord Deo 30 
uae, Gee Gacnen, ‘Wincheap, Canterbury, Surgeon. Canterbury. Pet Dec 31. 
OxuxY, Jou, Mansi, Nottingham, Fruit Marchant, Noftingham. Pet Dec 


ps eage = big teserone Luton. Pe} Deo 17. OrdJani 
Wait, Qpones, ond Bann PowELL, Binsted, Hants, Farmers. Winchester. 
—n Basses, Senge Heaton, nr Dewsbury, Farmer. Dawsbury, Pet 
1x, New Grote, Deptford, Mason, GreenwicK, Pet Dec #1. Ord 
anes, Ellington st, Bamsbury, Widow. High Court. Pet Dec 7. 


30 . 
Squires, FREDERICK, Nottingham, Painter. Nottingham. Pet Dec 22. Ord 


SyREDS, JAMS, Cloucester, Licensed Viotualler, Gigueester. Pet Dec 23. Ord 
Grriam, Jom, Cutadingty, , Sussex, Farmer. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet Nov 
dome m= Fy) Edenbridge, Kent, Grocer. a al a a a 
bien JOHN ip Qopenham, sow now Landbeach, Cambridgeshire, 
Warrs, Davrp, Hastrop Bap Deo &. or Hotkegeieen, hueitennie, Winchester. Pet Dec 13. 
WILDERSPIN, Isaac, pes BREESE SES Se Maker, Cambridge. 
Pet Deo 29. Ord Dec 29 
————— 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 
mechs ft acacia Si Se Set Sones ees 
CLIFFORD. ee. Ste at iJ venue, Streatham-hill, the wife of Philip H. 


Clifford, barrister: a daughter. 
_ oe Wi bar- 

WALTON Deo. at 11, Montagu-square, uare, W., the wife of Joseph Walton, 

DEATH. 


Ps nak sh alana Rata eats Bt won 
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